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APPENDIX A-1
AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE DURING THE DEIS AND SDEIS (1999-2009)

Information Date
Agency Address Date Sent Requested Response Response Page
us 1445 Ross Ave, 07-16-99 Recommendations and 1-11
Environmental | Suite 1200, Dallas, In response | comments associated the
Protection TX 75202 to scoping scope of DEIS. Listed areas of
Agency meeting USEPA special concerns.
(USEPA) -
Region 6 08-04-99 |Federal Highway  |08-13-99 USEPA will participate on 12
Administration limited basis
(FHWA) request
USEPA to be
cooperating agency
10-11-00 Environmental Justice 13
E-mail from  |information
USEPA
US Army Corps | District Engineer  |08-04-99 |FHWA request 08-20-99 Will not formally participate as 14
of Engineers USACE to be a cooperating agency at this
(USACE) cooperating agency time. Will provide data and
assistance within USACE area
of expertise.
Regulatory
Branch Presley Hatcher 03-30-00 |Request for 05-19-00 Acknowledgement and assign | 15-17
PO Box 17300, Fort updated wetland project number 200000308
Worth, TX 76102 delineation in the
Dallas Floodway
Regional Regional 08-16-99 |Resource issues 09-08-99 Request letter stamped with 18
Environmental |Environmental and concerns, “Coordinate with local
Officer, Federal |Officer, 800 N. permit, review, floodplain administrator to
Emergency Loop 288, Denton, consultation obtain necessary development
Management | TX 76201 requirements permit.”
Agency (FEMA)
05-04-00 |FHWA request 19-20
FEMA to be
Coordinating
Agency
US Department |12795 West 07-21-99 — In |Rochester Park is encumbered | 21
of Interior (DOI), | Alameda Parkway, response to | by Section (6)(f)(3) of the
National Park | PO Box 25287, the published |L&WCF program.
Service Denver, CO 80225 NOI
DOI Regional
Environmental |PO Box 649, 08-16-99  |Resource issues
Officer Albuquerque, NM and concerns,
87102 permit, review,
consultation
requirements
US Department |John Burt, State 08-16-99 |Resource issues  [08-23-99 - In | Acknowledgement and offer of 22
of Agriculture - | Conservationist and concerns, response to | assistance, if needed
Natural permit, review, the published
Resources consultation NOI
Conservation requirements
Service
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Information

Date

Dallas, TX 75266

consultation
requirements

Agency Address Date Sent Requested Response Response Page
US Department | Administrative 08-16-99  |Resource issues
of Housing and | Coordinator and concerns,
Urban A. Maceo Smith permit, review,
Development | Federal Building, consultation
(HUD) 525 Giriffin St., requirements
Suite 860, Dallas,
TX 75502
US Coast Bridge 08-16-99 |Resource issues
Guard, Eighth | Administrative and concerns,
District Branch, 501 permit, review,
Magazine Street, consultation
New Orleans, LA requirements
70130
Texas Historical |Jim Steely, Chief  |08-16-99 |Resource issues
Commission Historian and concerns,
(THC). (The Deputy State permit, review,
remainder of Historic consultation
THC Preservation requirements
correspondence | Officer, PO Box
is in the Cultural | 12276, Austin, TX
Resource 78711
Appendix)
North Central Mike Eastland, 08-16-99 |Resource issues
Texas Council |Executive Director, and concerns,
of Governments [616 Six Flags permit, review,
(NCTCOG) Drive, PO Box consultation
5888, Arlington, TX requirements
76005
US Fish and Nancy Kaufman,  |08-16-99 |Resource issues
Wildlife Service |Regional Director, and concerns,
— Southwest PO Box 1306, permit, review,
Region Albuquerque, NM consultation
87103 requirements
Texas Jeff Saitas, 08-16-99 |Resource issues 10-13-99 Several comments, General 23-24
Commission on | Executive Director and concerns, Conformity Rules apply but a
Environmental |MC 109, PO Box permit, review, general conformity analysis of
Quality (TCEQ) |13087, Austin, TX consultation VOCs is not required
78711 requirements
Texas Parks Kathy Boydston 08-16-99 |Resource issues 10-06-99 No direct impact on existing 25
and Wildlife —  |4200 Smith School and concerns, TPWL projects involving Land
Habitat Road, Austin, TX permit, review, and Water Conservation Fund
Assessment 78744 consultation and the Local Parks Fund.
Program requirements Recommendations concerning
documentation required.
Trinity River Dan Vance, 08-16-99 |Resource issues
Authority (TRA) |General Manager and concerns,
5300 South Collins permit, review,
Street, PO Box 60, consultation
Arlington, TX 76018 requirements
Dallas Area Roger Snoble, 08-16-99 |Resource issues  |09-03-99 Acknowledgement, request 26
Rapid Transit | Executive Director, and concerns, impact information for several
(DART) PO Box 660163, permit, review, impact categories
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Information

Date

Agency Address Date Sent Requested Response Response Page
Federal Transit |Regional 08-16-99  |Resource issues
Administration — | Environmental and concerns,
Region 6 Coordinator, 819 permit, review,
Taylor Street, consultation
Room 8A36, Fort requirements
Worth, TX 76102
Federal Aviation | Regional 09-17-99  |Resource issues  |09-28-99 Acknowledgement with 27
Administration | Administrator and concerns, potential impact criteria and
(FAA) - 2601 Meacham permit, review, Form 7460-1 if needed
Southwest Blvd., Fort Worth, consultation
Region TX 76137 requirements
National Marine | William Hogarth, 10-26-99 | Resource issues
Fisheries Regional and concerns,
Service - Administrator, 9721 permit, review,
Southeast Executive Center consultation
Regional Office |Drive North, St. requirements
Petersburg, FL
33702
North Texas Christopher 11-10-00 Issued News Advisory of 29-32
Tollway Anderson, Trinity Parkway Cost Estimates
Authority Executive Director
(NTTA) of Planning
City of Dallas | Mike Hellmann 01-31-02  |Request 01-31-02 Trinity River Park does not 33
City of Dallas Park determination of 4(f) have 4(f) issues or
Planner, Dallas City sites/properties requirements of TPWL code.
Hall, Room 6FS, along alternatives. No city park is physically
1500 Marilla St, Request impacted by alternatives.
Dallas, TX 75201 issues/concerns. Might be close to Moore Park-
Request meeting additional review of Moore
Oct 5, 01 Park needed.
Stemmons 34-43
Deed
FHWA Mr. Patrick A. 01-29-03 | Strategy 44-46
Bauer Development of the
District Engineer — Trinity Parkway
Texas Division DEIS
FHWA
Federal Office
Building,
Room 826
300 East 8 Street
Austin, Texas
78701
United States | Homeland Security {03-05-04 |Construction and 47-53
Coast Guard Chief, Bridge Operation of the
Administrative Trinity Parkway
Branch Concurrence
Eighth Cost Guard Regarding
District Exemption from
Hale, Boggs Bridge Permitting
Federal Building Requirements

501 Magazine
Street

New Orleans, LA
70130
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Information Date
Agency Address Date Sent Requested Response Response Page
City of Dallas | Michael Hellmann Trinity Parkway 04-7-04 Trinity Parkway is not subject | 54-55
City of Dallas Park Alternative to the Section 4(f)
Sr. Park Planner, Alignments — requirements as it pertains to
Dallas City Hall, Review of possible the Trinity River Park. If
Room 6FS, 1500 4(f) Applicability alignments change and impact
Marilla St, Dallas, any other park land, Section
TX 75201 4(f) review would be in order.
City of Dallas  |Michael Hellmann |06-02-04 |Request Section 56-62
City of Dallas Park 4(f) — Applicability
Sr. Park Planner, Concerning Publicly
Dallas City Hall, Owned Lands and
Room 6FS, 1500 Existing and
Marilla St, Dallas, Proposed Trails
TX 75201 within the Study
Area of the
Proposed Parkway
in Dallas, Texas
City of Dallas | Michael Hellmann Section 4(f) - 07-23-04 The land identified as Calypso | 63-64
City of Dallas Park Applicability Park is no longer leased by the
Sr. Park Planner, Request City and is no longer used as a
Dallas City Hall, Concerning Publicly city park.
Room 6FS, 1500 Owned Lands and
Marilla St, Dallas, Existing and The land identified as the “un-
TX 75201 Proposed Trails named parkland” is City
within the Study designated parkland.
Area of the
Proposed Parkway The “use” of the Trinity River
in Dallas, Texas Park allows for transportation
uses.
City of Dallas | Michael Hellmann Section 4(f) - 10-19-04 The land identified as the “un- 65
City of Dallas Park Applicability named parkland” has been
Sr. Park Planner, Request found to be under private
Dallas City Hall, Concerning Publicly ownership, and is not owned
Room 6FS, 1500 Owned Lands and by the City. The property has
Marilla St, Dallas, Existing and been removed from the City
TX 75201 Proposed Trails Park Land Inventory and no
within the Study longer has a potential use as a
Area of the park. The property is not
Proposed Parkway subject to Section 4(f).
in Dallas, Texas
U.S. Army Michael J. Mocek  {05-10-05 |NTTA provided No written USACE responded verballyin | 66-74
Corps of Deputy District information about | response several meetings held during
Engineers Engineer, USACE expected mitigation June-September, 2005
(USACE) Fort Worth District planning for
PO Box 17300, Fort wetland areas
Worth, TX 76102
USACE William Fickel, Jr.  |07-26-05 |FHWA made 75-76
Chief, second request for
Environmental USACEtobea 09-21-05 Agreed to become a 77-91
Division, USACE cooperating agency cooperating agency and
(CESWF-EV) provided additional comments
Fort Worth District on the DEIS
PO Box 17300, Fort
Worth, TX 76102 11-15-05 Additional response received 92-93
from Deputy District Engineer
outlining USACE’s comments
on the DEIS
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Information

Date

Agency Address Date Sent Requested Response Response Page
USACE Wayne A. Lee, 06-19-06 | Provided 06-19-06 Approved Jurisdictional 94-99
Environmental information Determination
Division, USACE regarding approved
(CESWF-EV) Jurisdictional
Fort Worth District Determination
PO Box 17300, Fort
Worth, TX 76102
NTTA Addressed 04-04-07 | Summary of N/A N/A 100-102
Honorable Laura NTTA’s position
Miller, Mayor, City with respect to
of Dallas, 1500 USACE concerns
Marilla Street,
Dallas, TX 75201
USACE Addressed 04-30-07  |Provided N/A N/A 103-105
Honorable Laura information
Miller, Mayor, City regarding current
of Dallas, 1500 USACE policy
Marilla Street, pertaining to
Dallas, TX 75201 Federal flood
protection projects.
Dallas Zoo 650 South R.L. 12-04-07 | Provided N/A N/A 106
Thornton Freeway, information
Dallas, TX 75203 regarding nesting
potential for the
interior least tern in
the project study
area, but indicated
no recorded
sightings
TxDOT Dewitt C. Greet 01-30-08 | TxDOT coordination | N/A N/A 107-108
State Highway with FHWA of
Building request for
125 E. 11t Street exemption from
Austin, TX 78701 navigable waterway
requirements
U.S. Coast David M. Frank 11-13-08 | Exemption from N/A N/A 109
Guard (USCG) |500 Poydras Street, USCG permit
Room 1313 requirements for
New Orleans, LA crossings over the
70130 Trinity River
FHWA 300 E. 8" Street,  [02-02-09 | Section 4(f) N/A N/A 110-111
Room 826 determination for
Austin, TX 78701 Trinity River
Greenbelt Park
TxDOT Stan Hall 02-06-09 | TxDOT coordination | 03-02-09 USFWS concurrence stamp 112
PO Box 133067 with USFWS indicating proposed project is
Dallas, TX 75313 regarding interior not likely to adversely affect the
least tern interior least tern.
NOTE:

N/A — Not Applicable
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P UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
b REGION 6
m E] 1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200
o S DALLAS, TX 75202-2733
* pacst®
Mr. Jerry Hiebert JuL 16 1599

Executive Director

North Texas Toliway Authority
P.O. Box 190369

Dallas, TX 75219

Dear Mr. Hiebert:

In accordance with our authority under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 6
Office, would like to take this opportunity to offer comments on the scope of the North Texas
Tollway Authority (NTTA) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the Trinity
Parkway Reliever Route, located along the Trinity Parkway Corridor from SH-183/IH-35
interchange to the SH-310/US-1735 interchange in Dallas, Texas.

To ensure that 2ll areas of impact assessment are included in the DEIS and to identify
those areas of particular concern 1o EPA, we are submitting recommendations on the scope of the
DEIS. In particular, we believe that it is extremely important that the DEIS fully address all
alternative alignments, the preferred action, and no action alternative, their direct, indirect and
curnulative impacts affecting the Trinity River and the Dallas Floodway; including the Dallas

yodway Extension and the Chain of Lakes and related recreational features of these proposals
as they affect the Trinity River and the environment. Of particular concern is the locally preferred
alternative's compatibility with existing Federal floodplain management criteria, noise impacts, air
quality impacts and the compatibility with park and recreational features proposed within the
Dallas Floodway. Our comments. which are enclosed. are based upon the Council on

Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations 40 CFR (Parts 1500-1508) and our authority under
Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment. If you have any questions, please have your
staff contact me or my stafl at (214) 665-2258.

Sincere!y yours

. Robert D. Lawrcnce
Chief, Office of Planning and Coordination

Enclosures

Recycled/Recyciable « Printed wilh Vegatabie Off Basad Inks on 100% Regydad Paper (40% Postconaumern)
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SCOPING COMMENTS ON THE
NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY
TRINITY PARKWAY RELIEVER ROUTE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (DEIS)
DALLAS, TEXAS

GENERAL COMMENTS:

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) should rigorously explore and
objectively evaluate all reasonable alternatives and, for alternatives which were eliminated from
detailed study, adequately discuss the reasons for their having been eliminated (40 CFR 1502,14).

The DEIS should clearly explain the relationship between the program'’s cost benefit

analysis and any analyses of unquantified environmental impacts, values, and amenities (40 CFR
1502.23). :

Length of analysis of environmental impacts varies. If the environmental impact is
determined to be slight, the assessment of the impact can be short. If a particular impact, or the
impact of the total proposed action is determined to be significant, the assessment should include
a detailed analysis of-the impact addressed over the life of the project.

SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

Section 1502.4 of the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations for
Implementing NEPA states that agencies shall make sure the proposal which is subject of an
environmental impact statement is properly defined. Agencies shall use the critena for scope as
defined at Section 1508.25 of the CEQ Regulations to determine which proposals shall be the
subject of a particular statement. Proposals or parts of proposals which are related to each other
closely enough to be, in effect, a single course of action shall be evaluated in a single impact
statement.

Section 1508.25 of the CEQ Regulations identifies "scope” as a range of actions,
altermatives, and impacts to be considered in an environmental impact statement. To determine
the scope of an environmental impact statement agencies shall consider three types of actions,
three types of alternatives, and three types of impacts. These include:

(1) Actions (other than unconnected single actions) which may be:

Connected actions, which means that they are closely related and therefore should be
discussed in the same impact statement. Actions are connected if they:

a. Automatically trigger other actions which may require environmental impact
statements,

b. Cannot or will not proceed unless other actions are taken previously or
simultaneously.

APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 2 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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c. Are interdependent parts of a larger action and depend on the larger action for
their justification.

Cumulative actions, which when viewed with other proposed actions have cumulatively
significant impacts and should therefore be discussed in the same impact statement.

Similar actions, which when viewed with other reasonably foreseeable or proposed
agency actions, have similarities that provide a basis for evaluating their environmental
consequences together, such as common timing or geography.

The NTTA should consider analyzing these actions in the same statement. The agency
should do so when the best way to assess adequately the combined impacts of similar actions or
reasonable alternatives to such actions is to treat them in a single impact statement,

(2) Alternatives, which include:

a. No action alternative.

b. Other reasonable courses of action,

c. Mitigation measures not in the proposed action,
(3) Impacts, which may be:

a. Direct

b. Indirect

c. Cumulative

The above identifies the requirements of proper scope of environmental impact analysis for
preparation of an environmental impact statement as defined in the CEQ Regulations.

FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT

The DEIS should assess and demonstrate compliance with the Executive Order
(EO) 11988 regarding Floodplain Management. Under this EO, each Federal agency is required
to provide leadership and take action to reduce the risk of flood loss, to minimize the impact of
floods on human safety, health and welfare, and to restore and preserve the natural and beneficial
values served by floodplain. A copy of the Presidential Order along with a copy of the Federal
Highway Administration Regulation 23 CFR Part 650 - Bridges, Structures, and Hydraulics are
enclosed to assist you. In particular Section 650.113, “Only Practicable Alternative Finding”
regarding significant encroachment of floodplains, and Section 650.103 (b) and (c) which direct
FHWA, “ to avoid longitudinal encroachments, where practicable” and , “to avoid significant
encroachments, where practicable ”are called to your attention. The DEIS should demonstrate
compliance with these requirements. This information is enclosed for your review and should be
fully addressed and incorporated into the analysis of the DEIS,
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NOISE

Studies have shown that some of the most pervasive sources of noise in our environment
today are those associated with transportation. For this reason, the DEIS should fully assess
noise related impacts of the proposed action and the alternatives and its compatability with future
land uses along the transportation corridor. We have enclosed a copy of the U.S. Department of
Transportation Highway Traffic Noise Analysis and Abatement Policy and Guidance for noise
related impacts for your consideration and use in assessing noise impacts of this action. We ask
that it be incorporated into the DEIS.

CUMULATIVE IMPACT

The DEIS should assess the cumulative effects of the proposed navigation alternative.
Cumulative impact has been defined by CEQ as, "the impact on the environment which results
from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable future actions.” Cumulative impact can result from individually minor but collectively
significant actions taking over a period of time. Impacts or effects include both direct effects
which are caused by an action and occur at the time and place as the action, and indirect effects
which are caused by the action and occur later in time and are farther removed in distance but are
still reasonably foreseeable.

In assessing cumulative impact, consideration is given to (1) the degree to which the
proposed action affects public health or safety, (2) unique characteristics of the geographic area,
(3) the degree to which the possible effects on the human environment are highly uncertain or
involve unique or unknown risks, and (4) whether the action is related to other actions which are
individually insignificant but cumulatively cause significant impact on the environment.

ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE EXECUTIVE ORDER #12898

On February 11, 1994, the President signed Executive Order #12898 which addresses
environmental justice in minority and low income populations and places new responsibilities
upon EPA and other Federal agencies in all activities requiring environmental assessment and
review under the National Environmental Policy Act.

In accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, the new Executive Order
directs each Federal agency to ensure that all programs or activities receiving Federal financial
assistance that affect human health or the environment do not directly, or through contractual or
other arrangements, use critgria, methods, or practices that discriminate on the basis of race,
color, or national origin.

The Executive Order further directs each Federal agency to analyze the environmental
effects, including human health, economic and social effects, of Federal actions, including effects
on minority communities and low-income communities, when such analysis is required by the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. section 4321 et seg. Mitigation

APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 4 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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measures outlined or analyzed in an environmental assessment, environmental impact statement,
or record of decision, whenever feasible, should address significant and adverse environmental
effects of proposed Federal actions on minority communities and low-income populations.

Each Federal agency is directed to provide opportunities for community input in the
NEPA process, including identifying potential effects and mitigarion measures in consultation with
affected communities and opposition groups and improving the accessibility of meetings, crucial
documents, and notices.

Each Federal agency is required under the Executive Order to ensure that the public,
including minority communities and low-income communities, has adequate access to public
information relating to human health or environmental planning, regulations, and enforcement
when required under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C, section $52, the Sunshine Act, 5
U.S.C. Section 552b, and the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act, 42
U.S.C. Section 11044,

Therefore, the DEIS must address the applicability of the Executive Order to the Federal
action being analyzed in the. NEPA process and document measures taken by the agency to fully
assess the effects on minority communities and low-income communities. Although social and
economic impacts have always been a consideration in EPA's Section 309 reviews, the
Presidential Executive Order highlights the necessity to better integrate the consideration of
human health, social and economic effects into the Section 309 review process. The Executive
Order calls for collection and analysis of information on race, national origin, income level and
other appropriate information for areas surrounding projects that have expected environmental,
health and economic effect on those populations. Environmental Justice impacts should be fully
addressed in the DEIS, We have enclosed a copy of the EPA guidance document entitled,
“Guidance for Incorporating Environmental Justice Concerns in EPA’s NEPA Compliance
Analyses” and a copy of the “Federal Highway Administration Environmental Guidebook Policy
Statement for Addressing Environmental Justice In The Project Development/NEPA Process,” to
assist you in preparing the DEIS.

POLLUTION PREVENTION

In accordance with the Pollution Prevention Act of 1990 and Executive Order 12856,
EPA has launched a significant initiative to incorporate pollution prevention throughout all federal
sector activities. One of the principles is a pollution prevention/waste minimization directive is to
minimize the use of hazardous materials and the number and size of waste streams. We ask that
the DEIS describe pollution,prevention and waste minimization policies and practices; including
non-point scurces of pollution such as run-off from highways and structures within the Trinity
River.

WATER QUALITY

For each alternative under cousideration, we request that the DEIS adopt a process to
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ensure that the following water quality concerns are assessed. The discussion in the DEIS should
be of sufficient detail to determine which sites are environmentally preferable. Site-specific water
quality problems need to be assessed in greater detail, if applicable, including the adoption of site-
specific mitigation measures 1o protect water quality and beneficial uses.

- Discuss potential impacts to water quality, beneficial uses and biological resources.
Water quality and beneficial uses may be adversely impacted by construction and
operation. Evaluate the potential of all program activities to cause adverse impacts to
water quality, protected uses and biological resources.

Water quality may be adversely affected by the placement of fill materials in wetlands and
other waters of the United States; increased sedimentation, erosion, or turbidity; the runoff of
hydrocarbons, heavy metals, toxic materials or other pollutants; the accidental release of
hazardous waste; and the accidental discharge of fuels or toxic materials.

- Identify all surface waters that may be affected by the proposed program. Identify the
existing and potential beneficial uses of these surface waters. Protected beneficial uses for
streams, crecks, lagoons, tidal areas and other surface waters may include one or more of
the following: cold and warm freshwater habitat; marine habitat; fish spawning and
migration; shelifish habitat; wildlife habitat; preservation of rare, threatened or endangered
species; groundwater recharge; freshwater replenishment; public drinking water supplies;
agricultural supply; and water contact and non-contact recreation,

Protecting water guality ensures the protection of its beneficial uses, Especially critical is
the protection of several sensitive uses. It is important to protect water quality in order to
maintain freshwater and wildlife habitats, since many species are sensitive to the introduction of
pollutants or the adverse modification of their habitats. It is also important to protect
groundwater recharge and freshwater replenishment, particularly if public drinking water supplies
could be adversely affected. These sensitive beneficial uses should be carefully considered when
evaluating potential impacts caused by the placement of fill, erosion, sedimentation, the runoff of
pollutants, and the accidental discharge of hazardous waste or toxic substances.

- Discuss how the project will comply with state and local water quality management
plans, state water quality objectives; and state-adopted, EPA-approved water quality
standards. Under Section 313 of the CWA, the project must meet state water quality
standards regardless of the proposed activity and manage in 2 manner to protect or
improve water quality where standards are not established.

In 1987, Congress amended the CWA by adding Section 319. Section 319 requires states
to assess non-point source water pollution problems, develop non-point source pollution
management programs, and implement controls to protect and improve water quality and
beneficial uses. We ask that the lead agency and project sponsor work closely with appropriate
state water pollution control agencies to determine what pollution control measures should be
adopted to implement the state's non-point source management plans.

APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 6 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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- Identify critical habitat areas {wildlife feeding and drinking areas; fishery migration,
spawning or rearing areas, sensitive aquatic habitats such as wetlands; riparian resources;
critical habitat for threatened and endangered species. Describe the existing beneficial
uses and resource values of these critical areas, and potential impacts to them from the
proposed program.

- Discuss what mitigation measures (e.g., best management practices; non-point source
controls will be implemented to protect or improve water quality, beneficial uses, and
biological resources.

- Describe current drainage patterns in the program areas. Assess how altering drainage
patterns and charactenistics will affect drainage hydrology, surface runoff, erosion
potential, soils vegetation, and water quality.

- Discuss affects on the flood plain. This includes using maps prepared by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency and other appropriate agencies to determine whether the
proposed action is located in or will likely affect a flood plain. If affected, the applicant
should discuss these impacts and also describe the alternatives considered. Document
compliance with E.O. 11988 on flood plain management.

We request that the lead agency work closely with state water pollution control agencies,
state fish and game agencies, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, on water quality standards;
the protection of water quality, beneficial uses and biological resources; mitigation and monitoring
for adverse impacts.

GROUND WATER COMMENTS

For each altemative under consideration, we request that the DEIS adopt a process to
ensure that the following ground water concerns are assessed. The discussion in the DEIS should
be of sufficient detail to determine which site is environmentally preferable,

- Describe current ground water conditions in the program areas. Assess any likely impact
to ground water quality and quantity from program activities.

- Identify mitigation measures to prevent or reduce adverse impacts to ground water
quality and discuss their effectiveness. We recommend that the lead agency work closely
with state and local agencies which regulate the protection of ground water resources (i.e.,
state health departments and water pollution control agencies.) Coordination efforts
should be documented in the DEIS. '

WETLANDS - CLEAN WATER ACT (CWA)

The DEIS should determine whether the project will require the placement of dredged or
fill material into waters of the United States, including wetlands, an activity regulated under
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Section 404(b)(1) of the Clean Water Act (CWA). We recommend that the lead agency work
closely with EPA Region 6. We recommend the preservation and enhancement of existing
wetland resources. The DEIS should consider alternatives which will preserve these resources in
perpetuity.

[t is essential that the project undertakes every practicable effort to first avoid and then
reduce the amount of fill placed into waters of the United States. It would be useful for the DEIS
to make an initial determination whether the proposed project may require the placement of fill
material in waters of the United States. If so, the DEIS should substantiate that appropriate and
practicable steps have been taken to avoid and minimize the adverse impacts on aquatic
ecosystems. Finally, the DEIS must describe appropriate and practicable measures to compensate
for the unavoidable loss of wetlands and other waters of the United States.

If wetlands or waters of the United States may be impacted by activities regulated by
Section 404, we strongly recommend that the DEIS contain a thorough discussion of the
proposed program's consistency with Federal Guidelines for specification of disposal sites for
dredged or fill materials fthe 404(b)(1) Guidelines, found at 40 CFR Part 230]. For each
alternative under consideration, we request that the DEIS adopt a process to ensure that the
Section 404 concerns are assessed. The discussion in the DEIS should be of sufficient detail to
determine which site is environmentally preferable in terms of compliance with the Section
404(b)(1) Guidelines.

In order to demonstrate compliance with the 404(b)(1) Guidelines, the DEIS should meet
the following criteria to the extent possible:

- The proposed discharge must be the practicable alternative which would have the least
adverse impact on the aquatic ecosystem [40 CFR 230.10(a)]. If wetlands would be filled,
then the DEIS should explain why there are no practicable alternatives to locating the
project within wetlands and show how the project has been designed to minimize harm to
existing wetlands.

- The proposed action must not cause or contribute to significant degradation of waters of
the United States including wetlands and other special aquatic sites [40 CFR 230.10(c))].
Significant degradation includes the loss of fish and wildlife habitat and the loss of other
wetland habitat values and functions. Significant degradation also includes cumulative
impacts.

- The proposed projgct does not violate state-adopted, EPA-approved water quality
standards or jeopardize the continued existence of any species listed as threatened or
endangered under the Endangered Species Act [40 CFR 230.10(b)].

- Minimize the number of acres subject to Section 404 jurisdiction that would be

permanently lost or degraded due to impacts other than the placement of fill (e.g., the
impacts of erosion, sedimentation and runoff of pollutants on wetland habitats; diversion

APPENDIX A-1/PAGE 8 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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of water from wetland habitats).

- Characterize baseline conditions. Include maps, text, and tables that feature areas
occupied by wetlands, aquatic systems, and non-wetland ripanian habitat. Direct, indirect
and cumulative impacts to these resources should be fully described.

- Provide a programmatic mitigation proposal to fully compensate for the loss or
degradation of wetland habitats, including the proposed mitigation replacement ratio, the
habitat value and proposed location of replacement habitats, general grading and
revegetation plans and a biological maintenance and monitoring program. Provide clear
mitigation goals and objectives and quantifiable criteria by which to judge the success or
failure of mitigation. Give firm commitments to ensure the restoration or creation of
wetland habitats of equal or greater resource value, and commitments to ensure their
protection for the life of the project.

In order to assist EPA, the Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
and state fish and game agencies in evaluating the proposed project's consistency with the
404(b)(1) Guidelines,-we recommend that the DEIS contain the following information:

- If fill activities are contemplated, then we recommend that the DEIS include a map
showing the locations and types of wetland which would be filled. Wetlands should be
mapped according to procedures described in the 1987 Corps of Engineers Wetland
Delineation Methodology Manual.

- List the number of acres subject to Section 404 jurisdiction that would be filled and the
types and quantities of fill material that would be discharged into waters of the United
States, including wetlands and their special aquatic sites. Compensation must be provided
for all unavoidable wetland losses.

- List the number of acres subject to Section 404 jurisdiction that would be permanently
lost or degraded due to impacts other than the placement of fill (e.g., the impacts of
erosion, sedimentation and runoff of pollutants on wetland habitats; diversion of water
from wetland habitats).

- Descnibe the habitat value and location of habitats are permanently lost or degraded.

- Characterize baseline conditions. Include maps, text, and tables that feature areas
occupied by wetlands, aquatic systems, and non-wetland niparian habitat. Direct, indirect
and cumulative impacts to these resources should be fully described,

- Provide a specific mitigation proposal to fully compensate for the loss or degradation of
wetland habitatg, including the proposed mitigation replacement ratio, the habitat value
and proposed location of replacement habitats, specific grading and revegetation plans and
a biological maintenance and monitoring program. Provide clear mitigation goals and

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 9
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objectives and quantifiable criteria by which to judge the success or failure of mitigation.
Give firm commitments to ensure the restoration or creation of wetland habitats of equal

or greater resource value, and commitments to ensure their protection for the life of the
program,

CLEAN AIR ACT

For each alternative under consideration, we request that the DEIS adopt a process to
ensure that the air quality concerns identified below are assessed. The discussion in the DEIS
should be of sufficient detail to determine which site or transportation service system is
environmentally preferable. .

Discuss existing air quality conditions in terms of National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS), Federal Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) increments, and state air quality
standards. Conformity to state air quality laws and transportation planning should be discussed.

Identify whether program activities could adversely affect air quality in terms of ambient
concentrations and the numbers of federal/state standards and increment violations.

Discuss the types and effectiveness of mitigation measures that will be used to protect air
quality (e.g., vapor recovery systems, fumes incinerators, and dust control measures during
construction phase). Identify parties which will be responsible for implementing air quality
mitigation measures.

Coordinate and include documentation of coordination with state/local/regional air
pollution control agencies on air quality planning, air quality modeling, compliance with
federal/state air quality standards, the need for air permits; air quality monitoring, and mitigation
for adverse impacts.

PESTICIDE

The DEIS should state whether or not any pesticides (e.g., herbicides, insecticides,
rodenticide, fungicides, etc.) will be used for vegetation clearance or control, maintenance and
harvest operations, or the control of rat, mosquito or other vector populations. If so, the types of
pesticides, application rates, and application procedures should be addressed. Any pesticides used
must be registered with the EPA and the state, and label directors and instructions followed. All
applicable state regulations must also be followed. In addition, because the regulatory status of
chemicals is constantly changing, EPA recommends that a periodic review of the chemical's
current regulatory status be done prior to application. Should pesticides be used, EPA
recommends that a specific section of the DEIS be devoted to the subject.

AGRICULTURAL LAND

The DEIS should clarify if any agricultural land would be impacted by the program. If so,

APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 10 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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the document should use the U.S. Department of Agriculture classification scheme to describe the
present use of agricultural land which would be affected. If this acreage is prime agricultural land
(Class 2), consideration should be given to the CEQ (August 30, 1976 and August 11, 1980)
which urge the protection of prime agricultural land. Mitigation measures should be developed to
avoid loss of any such valuable resources.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION

36 CFR Part 800 of the Historic Preservation Act requires Federal agencies to identify and
determine the effect of the action on any district, site, building, structure, or object listed in or
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. The DEIS should demonstrate
proper coordination with the state historical preservation officer. If adverse impacts are
identified, the Federal agency should request formal consultation with the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (36 CFR, Part 800). Compliance with Executive Order 121593 is required
and should be fully documented in the DEIS.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

The DEIS should demonstrate adequate coordination with the Fish and wildlife Service to
identify any adverse effects, determine the effect and take measures to eliminate it and fully
comply with the requirements under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act. Section 7
consultation should be fully documented and discussed in the DEIS,

MITIGATION

Section 1502.14(f) of the CEQ regulations state what an EIS must address for each
alternative appropriate mitigation measures not included in the proposed action or alternatives.
Section 1508.20 defines mitigation to include: a) avoiding the impact altogether by not taking a
certain action or parts of an action; b) minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of
the action and its implementation; c) rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring
the affected environment; d) reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation and
maintenance operations during the life of the action; and €) compensating for the impact by
replacing or providing substitute resources or environment. Mitigation should be fully addressed
in the DEIS.

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX A-1 / PAGE 11
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. % UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
£ % REGION 6
zm ¢ 1445 ROSS AVENUE, SUITE 1200
7 DALLAS, TX 75202-2733
Pl paor©
AUG 13 1993

Walter C. Waidelich, Jr.

District Engineer

Federal Highway Administration
Texas Division Office

300 East Eighth Street

Austin, TX 78701

Dear Mr. Waidelich:

Thank you for your recent letter, dated August 4, 1999, inviting our Agency’s
participation in the development of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the
Trinity Parkway Reliever Route, Dallas County, Dallas, Texas.

EPA Region 6 will be able to participate in a limited basis because of limited resources.
We are already participating with the North Texas Tollway Authority and the City of Dallas staff
in the preparation of this document. We participated in the public scoping meeting and provided
detailed scoping comments, dated July 16, 1999, for those areas we believe to be fully evaluated
in the DEIS. A copy is enclosed for your reference. For specific environmental resource issues,
your staff and consultants are welcome to visit with our Regional staff experts to discuss specific
technical data collection and impact analysis concerns.

I am the designated Regional point of contact for this EIS project related correspondence
and meeting scheduling for discussions with Regional staff for technical assistance.

We appreciate this opportunity to participate in the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) planning and decision making process and look forward to working with your staff. If
you have any questions, please contact me at 214-665-7451 or E-MAIL me at
jansky.michael@epa.gov for assistance.

Sincerely yours,

Michael P, Jansky, P.E.
, Regional 309 Review Coordinator

Enclosures

intarnet Address (URL) « http:/www.epa_gov
Recycled/Recyclable = Printad Wi Vegetable Oll Based inks on Recycled Paper (Minknum 25% Fostconsumar)
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Cargo, Douglas

From: Augurson,Shirley@epamail.epa.gov
Sent: Wednesday, October 11, 2000 5:17 PM
To: Cargo, Douglas
Cc: : Balandran.Olivia-R@epamail.epa.gov, Camey.Gerald@epamail.epa.gov,
Arthur.Warren@sepamail.epa.gov

Subject: RE: EJ Contact Names for Trinity Parkway Project

temet HTML :

\

Douglas,

I got your phone call while I was out of the office last week regarding
follow~-up on the EJ meeting/information. We're having a hard time
getting all '

of the necessary people together here, but I do have some information
for you.

I got a phone call back from Brenda Moore with the West Dallas

community. She
provided names of 4 individuals who want to work on this initiative:

1) Brenda Moore
Phone: (214) 638-8794
New Start for Better Env.

2) Rev. R.T. Conley
(214) 638-4434
New Start for Better Env.

3) Barbara Thompson
(214) 637-6440
Westmoreland Heights Neighborhood Assn.

4) Pat Stephens
Westmoreland Heights Neighborhood Assn.

Maps were done on each of the six options you presented. The EJ maps
show a

high potential (EJ index ranking of 75 out of 100) for impacts on EJ
communities

in the affected areas. When we get together to review this information,
you

will see this clearly depicted on. the maps. Some of the next steps we
would

suggest you take is to look at specific potential impacts (postive and
negative), i.e., increased traffic, flood control, dust/noise during
construction, disruption of traffic patterns, etc. Subsequently, you

© may want

to identify possible mitigation steps to address those impacts.
Convening a

series of meetings of the the community stakeholder group can be useful
in

executing these steps of the process. Look forward to meeting with you

soon.

Shirley Augurson

EPA, Region 6 :

Office of Environmental Justice (6RA-DJ)

Dallas, TX ‘

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 13
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August 20, 1899 /?/

Enviranmental Division

Mr. Walter C. Waidslich, Jr.
District Enginesr

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Hi%hway Adminisiratlon
300 East 8" Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Mr. Waidellch:

Thank you for your letter dated August 4, 19989, requesting the U.S. Army Corps of
Enginsers, Fort Worth District, become a coopsraling agency on the EIS proposed Trinity
Parkway reliever route in the clty of Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. -

The Fort Worth District has in the past and Is currently participating in Major Investment
Study Projact Coordination Work Groups with the Texas Department of Transpartafion and
appreciates the confinued opportunity to wark with you on projects of mutual Interest. We are
aware that the Federal Flood Protsctlon project in Dallas may be directly affected by the
altemative routes of the propased Trinlty Parkway. We recognize that there Is an
Interrelationship of these two projects; hawever, we prefer not to formally pariicipate as a
cooperating agency in your NEPA procass at this time in order that your plan formulation and
salaction will not be inadvertently blased. We remain ready to fully caoperate with your agency
and provide data and assistance within our areas of expertise.

Requests for review of your EIS In the area of floadplains and wetlands should bs sent to
the attention of Mr. Paul M. Hathorn, Chief, Environmental Resourcss Branch. Thank you again
for the opportunity to act as a cooperating agency on the development of the EIS far this project.

Sincerely,

James S. Weller ENEEN-E, RATId

Colonel, Carps of Engineers’ CESWF-EV-R knw

- District Englneer  CESWF-EV FICUL")

MFR: Fed Hwy Admin requests "cooperaling -DDE-pY—tocE)
agency" status of all Federal Agencles an all their ORSHT R Un R{%’
projects. [n the past, Ch, EV has responded. ' CESWF-DE _  KEL
Because of front office suspense, DE will sign /BﬁQ o

these.
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8616 NORTHWE ST PLAZA DRIVE
DALLAS, TEXAS 75225

R )
- Halff Associates e 11120520
ENGINEERS ¢+ ARCHITECTS +« SCIENTISTS
PLANNERS * SURVEYORS

March 30, 2000
AVO 17826

Mr, Preseley Hatcher

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Regulatory Branch

P.O.Box 17300

Fort Worth, Texas 76102-0300

Re:  Request for an updated wetland delineation for the Dallas Floodway and associated drainage sumps,
in Dallas, Texas

Dear Mr. Hatcher:

Halff Associates, Inc. (Halff) is currently involved with several projects, namely the NTTA Trinity Parkway
and the City of Dallas Lakes Project, which could potentially impact jurisdictional wetlands and waters of
the U.S. The projects are within or associated with the Dallas Floodway (Floodway) in downtown Dallas,
Texas. These projects vary in size and scope, however, the majority of impacts could occur within the
floodway between the Elm Fork/West Fork confluence and the Central Wastewater Treatment Plant, Figures
1A-C show this portion of the Floodway and the study corridor on U.S.G.S Quadrangle Maps for Irving,
Dallas and Oak Cliff, Texas.

In 1993, the City of Dallas applied for a Section 10 and 404 permit (¥199300146) to desilt and excavate a
section of the Trinity River within the floodway. Dallas Public Works retained Halff to assist in delineating
jurisdictional wetlands within the floodway as part of that project. The enclosed set of maps labeled “Trinity
River Channe) Modification” shows the delineation submitted with the desiltation pennit. Halff believes that
the wetland delineation associated with that permit has expired or will expire shortly and requests an
extension or approval of a new delineation. This updated delineation will then be used to assess impacts of

upcoming projects.

UPDATED DELINEATION
Field investigations of the project area were conducted on various days between March and October 1999 by

Halff environmental staff. Prior to field reconnaissance, acrial photographs, soil survey maps, and U.S. Fish
& Wildlife National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps were reviewed. Based on the large amount of
information available, the routine on-site determination method was used. The delineation from the 1993
desiltation permit was used as a baseline reference in completing the current delineation.

Wetland delineation points were concentrated near wetland areas from the Halff 1993 delineation. A
significant amount of earthwork has occurred within the floodway since 1993 and mapped wetlands were
field checked to ensure that vegetation, soils, and hydrology still met the criteria to be considered
jurisdictional wetlands. Field inspections were made at various times during the year and vegetation varied
accordingly. Photographs of site conditions taken at various times during the year and completed wetland
data forms characterizing typical conditions within the Dallas Floodway are enclosed in Appendix A.

DALLAS ¢ FORT WORTH o HQUSTON ¢ McALLEN

TRANSPORTATION ° WATER RESOURCES ¢ LAND DEVELOPMENT + MUNICIPAL ¢ ENVIRONMENTAL ¢ STRUCTURAL
MECHANICAL * ELECTRICAL * SURVEYING + GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEMS
ARCHITECTURE + LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE « PLANNING
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EEE Halff Associates

ENGINEERS + ARCHITECTS + SCIENTISTS
PLANNERS + SURVEYORS

Mr. Presley Hatcher
March 30, 2000
Page 2

The majority of the impacts from the desiltation project involved widening the cross section of the river
channel. The first phase of the project between the DART RR and [H-35 has been completed and none of
the wetlands in the immediate vicinity were impacted during construction. Only onc area showed evidence
of wetland disturbance (Photograph 2). A visual inspection of the immediate area concluded that the
majority of the fill was placed in non-wetland areas near the Floodway access road and only the edge of the
wetland had been impacted. .

Halff recognizes that segments of the historical West Fork and Elm Fork river channels are jurisdictional,
Halff requests the Corps’ assistance in the jurisdictional determination of man-made drainage sumps
adjacent to the levees outside of the floodway, The segments of historical river channel collect stormwater
runoff from urbanized Dallas and Oak Cliff. This runoff then collects in on-channel (to the historical river
channel) drainage sumps before draining into the floodway. Halff belisves that the drainage sumps (labeled
in Figures 2 and 3) adjacent to Corinth Street and west of Houston/Inwood Avenue are jurisdictional based
on their association with historical river channel, Several small linear drainages (labeled as “man-made
drainage sumps™) adjacent to the floodway were considered isolated, man-made drainages ¢xcavated in an
upland. Even though they may sometimes exhibit wetland characteristics they have not been included as
jurisdictional waters of the U.S,

Please review the enclosed data sheets, photographs, and maps and determine whether or not you concur
with our delineation.  [n the event that a permit for a future project is submitted to the Corps, a defailed
localized delineation with project impacts would be submitted with the application. However, duringthe
initial review of these future projects, Halff would like to evaluate potential impacts based on a delineation
that has been approved by the Corps. We would be pleased to meet with you in your office or in the field to
discuss the jurisdictional eligibility of the drainage sumps or to discuss the floodway in general. If you have
any questions or require any information, please do not hesitate to call at (214)-346-6200.

Sincerely,
HALFF ASSOCIATES, INC.

.

P et N—

David Morgan, Vic{Pfesident Russell Marusak
Environmental Scientist Environmental Scientist
Enclosures

cc: Mr. Chris Anderson = NTTA
Mr. Greg Ajemian, P.E. - City of Dallas
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0O. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300

REPLTO on May 19, 2000 RECE iVE D

Eavironmental Division
Regulatory Branch ) MAY 2 2 2000

Halff Associates. ine.

SUBJECT: Project Number 200000308, Dallas Trinity Lakes Project

Mr. David Morgan

Vice President

Halff Associates, Inc.

8616 Northwest Plaza Drive
Dallas, Texas 75225

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Thank you for your letter dated March 30, 2000. Your request has been assigned Project
Number 200000308.

Mr. David Martin has been assigned as the regulatory project manager for your request and
will be evaluating it as expeditiously as possible. However, because of our permit workload it will
take a while for us to respond.

You may be contacted for additional information about your request. For your information,
we are enclosing guidance on submittals and mitigation that may help you prepare future requests
or supplement your current request.

If you have any questions zbout the evaluation of your request, please contact Mr. David
Martin at the address above or télephone (817)978-4625 and refer to your assigned project

number. Please note that it is unlawful to start work without a Department of the Army permit if
one is required.

Wayne A. Lea
Chief, Regulatory Branch

Enclosures
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8616 NORTHWEST PLAZA DRIVE

DALLAS, TEXAS 75225

m=E [ a]ff Assoc1ates o C
ENGINEERS + ARCHITECTS + SCIENTISTS _ .
PLANNERS e« SURVEYORS S

August 16, 1999 T »
AVO 17826 sep 1 (1999

Rgaids grenbee wrsayieiny DE¥Re

Mr. Kyle M. Mills, Regional Environmental Officer
Federal Emergency Management Agency

Region VI Federal Center

800 N. Loop 288

Denton, TX 76201

Re: Trinity Parkway EIS Agency Scoping Process
Dear Mr. Milis:

Halff Associates, Inc. has been retained by the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA), in cooperation
with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), to
prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Trinity Parkway reliever route from
SH-183/IH-35E to SH-310/US-175 in the city of Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. Your agency has been
identified as having legal jurisdiction, special expertise, and/or EIS review requirements associated with
the completion of the Trinity Parkway EIS.

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act and FHWA scoping requirements, we are requesting
your agency to: (1) identify specific issues and concerns to be addressed in the EIS; (2) identify
environmental resource issues that would assist in the refinement of project alternatives; and/or (3)
identify permit requirements, review requirements, and consultation procedures related to project
development.

Enclosed is a copy of the FHWA Notice of Intent, which was published in the Federal Register on June
16, 1999. Included is a study area map indicating the project limits and the approximate locations of four
preliminary build alternatives currently being considered. We look forward to your response concerning
this important project. If you have any questions or require any additional information, please do not
hesitate to contact me at (214) 346-6200.

Sincerely,
HALFF ASSOCIATES, INC.

N

John R. Hoffman, Environmental Scientist
Lead Project Scientist

cc: Mr. Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director, NTTA, 3015 Raleigh Street, Dallas, TX 75219
Ms. Kathy Dimpsey, Env. Coord., FHWA, 300 E. gth St., Rm. 826, Austin, TX 78701
Ms. Elvia Gonzalez, Supervisor-Field Area 2, TxDOT, 125 E. 1 1th St. Austin, TX 78701
Mr. Tim Nesbitt, P.E., TxDOT Dallas Office, PO Box 3067, Dallas, TX 75221-3067

Enclosures
DALLAS « FORTWORTH ¢ HOUSTON » McALLEN

TRANSPORTATION ° WATER RESOURCES < LAND DEVELOPMENT « MUNICIPAL ¢ ENVIRONMENTAL ¢ STRUCTURAL
MECHANICAL < ELECTRICAL » SURVEYING ¢ GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEMS
ARCHITECTURE * LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE + PLANNING
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US.Department

of Transportation
;%de.rql F'%hway Texas Division Office
minisiration _ 300 East 8th Street,

Rm 826
Austin, Texas 78701

May 4, 2000

In Reply Refer To:

HA-TX

Mr. Ross Richardson

Chief, Community Mitigation Programs Branch
Federal Emergency Management Agency

800 North Leoop 288

Denton, Texas 76201

Dear Mr. Richardson:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperation with the North Texas Tollway
Authority (NTTA) and Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT), is initiating an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed Trinity Parkway reliever route from the SH-183/IH-35E
interchange to SH-310/US-175 in the City of Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. Since the project may
involve a longitudinal encroachment of a flood plain and your agency has special expertise on
regulatory flood ways, we are requesting you to be a cooperating agency.

The purpose of the proposed Trinity Parkway reliever route is to relieve traffic congestion on IH-
35E and IH-30 within the City of Dallas. In 1998, A Major Transportation Investment Study
(MTIS) was completed by TxDOT in order to develop a locally-preferred plan to solve
transportation problems along the Trinity River corridor in Dallas and to integrate with
community plans and goals for the Trinity River resource. The study was focused on
transportation needs in the IH-35E/IH-30 interchange on the west side of downtown Dallas,
locally known as the "Mixmaster," and the depressed segment of IH-30 south of downtown,
locally known as the "Canyon." The MTIS Recommended Plan of Action is comprised of seven
elements, which include improvements to existing facilities, improving alternative transportation
modes, and constructing a reliever route along the Trinity River. The MTIS considered in detail
four corridors for the proposed reliever route. These included Stemmons Freeway (IH-35E),
Industrial Boulevard, the east Trinity River levee and the west Trinity River levee.

Your agency’s involvement should entail those areas under its jurisdiction and no direct writing
or analysis will be necessary for the document’s preparation. The following are activities we will

take to maximize cooperation:

1. Invite you to coordination meetings;

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 19



2. Consult with you on any relevant technical studies that will be required for the

project;
3. Organize joint field reviews with you;
4. Provide you with project information, including the study results;
5. Encourage your agency to use the above documents to express your views on

subjects within your jurisdiction or expertise; and

6. Include information in the project environmental documents that cooperating
agencies need to discharge their National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
responsibilities and any other requirements regarding jurisdictional approvals,
permits, licenses, and/or clearances.

We look forward to your response to this request and your role as a cooperating agency on this
project. If you have any questions or would like to discuss in more detail the project or our
agency’s respective roles and responsibilities during the preparation of this EIS, please contact

Sal Deocampo at (512) 916-5988.

Sincerely Yours,

|/
Q}{y /
Walter C. Waldehc , Jr.
District Engineer

cc: Mr. Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director, North Texas Tollway Authority

Mr. John Hoffman, Halff Associates
Mr. Tim Nesbitt, Texas Department of Transportation, Dallas District
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54
United States Department of the Interior b
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE
INTERMOUNTAIN REGION
Interfaguntain Support Office - Deuver
12795 West Alameda Parkway
. " Post Office Box 25287 RECEIVED ON
e RErLY nEreR Yon .Dcnvcr. Colorado 80225-0287 96 1999
July 21, 1999 TEXAS Dl\l/\lSlON

Walier C. Waidelich, Je.
District Engineer

Federal Highway Administration
300 E. 8* Swrect

Room 816

Austin, TX 78701

RE: Notice of Intent to Preparc a Draft Environmental Impact Statemeat for the Trinity Parkway Relicver Route, From SH-
183/1H-3SE Interchange to SH-310/US-175 Interchange, Dallas County, Texas.

Dear Mr. Waidelich:

The proposed Trinity Parkway Reliever Route uansporution corridor study area includes Rochester Park. This Dallas, Texas
couununity park was developed with assistance from the Land and Water Conservation Pund (L&WCF) program In grant nuraber
49-00175. Accordingly, Rochester Park is encumbered by section 6(0)(3) of the L&AWCF Act of 1965 (Public Law 88-578, as
..)uncnded),

" As the eoviroamental impact sutement plannlng process proceeds, we recommend additional consultation with the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Depantment 1o determine if there are conflicts with section 6(f)(3). This section states i part: *No property acquired or
developed with assistance under this section shall, without the approval of the Secretary [of the Interior], be converied o other thag
public outdoor recreation uses. The Sccretary shall approve such conversion only if he finds it 1o be in accord with the then existing
comprchensive sawewide outdoor recreatioa plan and only upon such conditions as be deems vecessary 1o assuse the subsdrution of
other recreational properties of at least equal fair market value and of reasonable equivalent usefulness and location. ™

The respoasible official for administering the L&WCF program in Texas is Andrew Sansom, E(ccuqvc Director, Texas Parks and
Wildlife Deparunent, 4200 Smith School Road, Austin, Texas 78744, N>

Sl Gia :,—,
-._7,- :,*_ /, G- 0

}{ you should bave any questions, please contact me at (303)-969-2377,

Siocerely,

OPVIONAL FORM #3 (T -901 —

(ram G, P o
7;'—"—’725_" a—/jrw'\ ﬁg/_[[”‘-_l).ﬁ.

Greg Cody _QL‘/J—.” Prons ¢

NEPA/Scction 106 Specialist . Deptligency _ T - j/_é.’.ii_;
Natiooal Park Service e sasatiann — = T [Fev v

Intermountais Reglon-Denver Support Office __CQI y ; 2, 2 ‘j 00 5”—‘—& —GENEAT. SCRVICES ROMSTRUNI
12795 W, Alameda Pky NSN 7343013}

Denver, CO 80225-0287
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USDA United States Natural 101 South Main
==——Department of Resources Temple, Texas

EEE  Agriculture Conservation 76501-7682
Service

August 23, 1999 o g ,
Mr. John Hoffman AUG 27 1999
Environmental Scientist
Halff Associates, Inc. e v
8616 Northwest Plaza Drive
Dallas, Texas 75225-4292

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

We have reviewed the FHWA Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement for the proposed Trinity Parkway reliever route. We have no specific
suggestions relative to specific issues or environmental issues that would assist in the
refinement of the project alternatives. We do not have permitting requirements. We are
available to assist in natural resource concerns identified, particularly related to the soil

resource,

Thank you for allowing us to comment on this important project.

Sincerely;

JOHN P. BURT
State Conservationist

For

APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 22 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS



Robert J. Huston, Chairman

R. B. “Ralph” Marquez, Commissioner
John M. Baker, Commissioner

Jeffrey A. Saitas, Executive Director

TEXAS NATURAL RESOURCE CONSERVATION COMMISSION

Protecting Texas by Reducing and Preventing Pollution

et al il AV =S
e October 13, 1999

0cT 21 1999

it Trad e RN ity

Mr. John R. Hoffman
Environmental Scientist
Halif Associates

8616 Northwest Plaza Drive
Dallas, Texas 75225

Re: Trinity Parkway EIS Agency Scoping Process

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

The following staff of the Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission (TNRCC) have
reviewed the above-referenced project and offer the following comments:

It has been determined from a review of the information provided that an Application for TNRCC
Approval of Floodplain Development Project need not be filed with TNRCC. Our records show
that the community is a participant in the National Flood Insurance Program and as such has a
Flood Hazard Prevention Ordinance/Court Order. Accordingly, care should be taken to ensure
that the proposed construction takes into account the possible Flood Hazard Areas within the
community's floodplains. Please notify the community floodplain administrator to ensure that all
construction is in compliance with the community's Flood Hazard Prevention Ordinance/Court

Order.

If you have any questions regarding water quantity, please feel free to contact Mr. Mike Howard,
Water Quantity Division, at (512) 239-6155.

The Office of Air Quality has reviewed the above-referenced project for General Conformity

“impacts in accordance with 40 CFR Part 93 and Chapter 101.30 of the TNRCC General Rules.
The proposed project is located in Dallas County, which is classified as a serious ozone
nonattainment area. Therefore, general conformity rules apply.

The two criteria pollutants of concern as precursors to ozone formation -are volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NOx). An increase of 50 tons per year for VOCs,
resulting from the proposed project, could trigger general conformity analysis, However, the
analysis of projected emissions predicts a net increase of YOC emissions well below the 50 tons

P.0. Box 13087 * Austin, Texas 78711-3087 ® 512/239-1000 * Internet address: www.tnrec.state.tx.us
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Mr. John R. Hoffman
Page 2
October 13, 1999

per .year significance level. Therefore, a general conformity analysis for VOCs will not be
required.

Although any demolition, construction, rehabilitation or répair ‘project will produce dust and
particulate emissions, these actions pose no significant impact upon air quality standards. The
minimal dust and particulate emissions can easily be controlled with standard dust mitigation

techniques by the construction contractors.

If you have any questions regarding air quality, please feel free to contact Mr. Wayne Young, Air
Quality Planning and Assessment Division, at (512) 239-0774.

We recommend the environmental assessment address actions that will be taken to prevent surface
and groundwater contamination during and after construction.

If you have any questions regarding water quality, please contact Mr. Clyde Bohmfalk, Policy and
Regulations Division, at (512) 239-1315.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this project. If I may be of further service, please call
me at (512) 239-1454.

Sincerely,

/N

Mary Livel
Office of Environmental Policy, Analysis, & Assessment
Texas Natural Resource Cornservation Commission
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COMMISSIONERS

LEE M. BAsS
CHAIRMAN, FT. WORTH

RICHARD (DICK) HEATH
VICE-CHAIRMAN, DALLAS

ERNEST ANGELO, JR.
MIDLAND

JOHN AVILA, JR.
FT. WORTH

CAROL E. DINKINS
HOUSTON

ALVIN L. HENRY
HousTON

KATHARINE ARMSTRONG 1D0SAL
DALLAS

NOLAN RYAN
ALVIN

MARK E. WATSON, JR.
SAN ANTONIO

PERRY R. Bass

CHAIRMAN-EMERITUS
FT. WORTH

ANDREW SANSOM
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

To manage and
conserte the natural
and cultural resources
of Texas for the use and
enjoyment of present
and future generations,

4200 SMITH SCHOOL ROAD
AUSTIN, TEXAS 78744:3291
512-389-4800

www.lpwd.state.tx.us
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October 6, 1999

Mr. John R. Hoffman, Environmental Sciéntist
Halff Associates

8616 Northwest Plaza Drive

Dallas, Texas 75225

Re: Trinity Parkway EIS Agency Scoping Process
Dear Mr. Hoffman:

Thank you for coordinating with this agency in your activities concering the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed
Trinity Parkway reliever route from SU-183/IH-35E to SH-3210/US-175 in
the city of Dallas, Dallas County, Texas.

There will be no direct impact on existing Texas Parks & Wildlife projects
involving the Land and Water Conservation Fund and the Local Parks Fund
{(now Texas Recreation and Parks Account).

Because of the location and size of the project, there may be extensive adverse
impacts to fish and wildlife resources. Therefore, we recommend an inventory
of existing natural resources along the proposed routes. Also, specific
evaluations should be designed to predict project impacts upon these natural
resources. Sufficient documentation must be supplied to accurately interpret
the value of the natural resources involved and the extent to which the project
will impact these resources.

Analysis should include descriptions of the types and amount of existing fish
and wildlife habitats, i.e., acreage estimate of vegetation communities
(especially high qualify habitats such as drainages, wetlands, and hardwood
bottomlands). Documentation should include aerial and ground photographs,
topographic maps, schematic diagrams, terrain maps, charts and tables, and
narrative descriptions sufficient to describe, quantify, and qualify the data.
Mitigation should be an integral part of the document. Mitigation should
incorporate avoidance, minimization, and compensation. Information
concerning threatened and endangered species can be obtained from our
Biological Conservation Data System (512/912-7021).

Sincerely,
Rc%rc TTeddein x
Ray C. Telfair II, Ph.D.,

Natural Resource Specialist

!
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Dallas Area Rapid Transit
P.O. Box 660163

Dallas, Texas 75266-0163
214/749-3278

" September 3, 1999

Mr. John R. Hoffman

Halff Associates, Inc.

8616 Northwest Plaza Drive,
Dallas Texas 75225-4292

Dear Mr. Hoffman:
In response to your letter "Trinity Parkway EIS Agency scoping Process;" DART is interested in

the impact of your project on the major investment studies (MIS) in the Southeast and Northwest o
corridors, the Light Rail Transit (LRT) Starter System and Trinity Railway Express (TRE)

operations.

Your project is included in the baseline assumptions for DART's two major investment studies.

Consequently, we would welcome information on possible refinements to your project that might

result through the EIS process. We have no specific concerns to be addressed, but we would like

to know the environmental impacts of your project in the following areas:

1. Induced Developments

2. Noise, Vibration, and Electromagnetic Fields (EMF)
3. Air quality

4. Utilities

5. Hazardous/Regulated Materials

6. Short- and long-term construction impacts

These environmental -areas are important as DART moves into the PE/EIS phase of project
development of the Southeast and Northwest corridors.

DART is also interested in the specific interface of your project with the ATSF Railroad Trestle at
the Trinity River, the LRT bridge at the Trinity River and the TRE bridge over Stemumons
Freeway. The ATSF Railroad Trestle has been determined to be eligible for inclusion in the
Nationai Register and the City of Dalias is secking a grant appiication to restore the tresiie for use
as a trail.

Your contact person for this project will be Victor Ibewuike. You can reach him at (214)
749-2821. Thank you for contacting DART regarding this scoping process.

Sincerely,

o K\

Tom K. Ryden, P.E.
AV, Capital Planning & Development

c: Doug Allen

John Hoppic
Victor Ibewuike
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US.Department Southwest Region For! Worth, Texas 76193-0000
of fTansportation Arkansas. Louistana.

. New Mexico. Oklahoma,
Federal Aviation Texas

Administration

SEP 28 1939

Mr. John Hoffman

Halff Associates

8616 Northwest Plaza Drive

Dallas, TX 75225 "

Dear Mr. Hoffman:

Thank you for your letter dated September 17, 1999,
requesting the Federal Aviation Administration’s (FAA)
comments on the proposed Trinity Parkway reliever route in

ballas, Texas.

The FAA’s comments are limited to the potential aeronautical
effects of the proposed action. In this regard, Federal

Aviation Regulation Part 77 requires notification if any of
the associated work results in structures exceeding 200 feet
in height above the ground or penetrating imaginary surfaces
extending outward and upward at one of the following slopes:

100 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 20,000 feet from
the nearest point of the nearest runway at a public-use
airport with a runway length greater that 3,200 feet,

50 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 10,000 feet from
the nearest point of the nearest runway at a public-use
airport with a runway length equal to or less than
3,200 feet, or

25 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 5,000 feet from
the nearest point of the nearest landing and takeoff
area at a public-use heliport. -

If any element of the proposed action is expected to exceed
the above criteria, please complete an FAA Form 7460-1 for
each occurrence and send it to the FAA Southwest Regional
Office. A copy of the form is enclosed should you require

it.
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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed
action. If you need additional forms or if this agency can
be of further assistance, please contact Mr. Dean McMath at
(817) 222-5617.

Sincerely,

'

Cly M. DeHart, Jr.
Regional Administrator
Southwest Region

Enclosure
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NORTH TEXAS TOULWAY AUTHORITY
5900 West Plano Packway * Pleno, Texas 75093 www.ntis.og

NEWS ADVISORY
SUBJECT: North Texas Tollway Authority Receﬁ/es Cost Estimates on Trinity Parkway

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: FOR MORE INFORMATION CONTACT:

November 10, 2000 . . Jo Ann Borst, Director
. Communications.and Marketing

214/461-2065
Email: jborst@ntta.org

e s Tollway Autiority Re ives Projected Costs
[ ity Parkwa ect
Dallas; Texas - Officlals with the North Texas Tollway Aud\ority (NTTA) and the City of Dallas
recoived estimated costs today on the five Trinity Parkway. design alternatives being evaluated as part of
the Eavumnn;eut Impact Smement (EIS) process,. HalfT Associates, the Dallas engineering consulting
f it who conductod Lhe 'I'nmty Parkwny 8 EIS for NTTA, roleased the ﬁndmgs

Accordlngtothe No:th Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) and Dallas Cityv'éfﬁcials, the proposed Trinity
Parkway would be a reliever route around the congested I-30 “Canyon” and I-30/1-35E “Mixmaster” near
downtown Dallas. In September. 2000, the American Automobile Association designated the MixMaster
23.ono.of the top.ten:worst commuting trouble spots in the USA. Two interstates merge at the Mixmaster,
and the hwchango strugglos to carry hundmds of thousands of Vclucles s day through this bottlenack.

: Halff Assocwcs teportcd that the pmbablc total capltal cost for construction-for the different altematives
ranged.from $620.million for.the “combined: pukway-nvemdo alternative; $669 million for the “split
pwk‘mymvm:do ¥ alternative; $865 million for the “split parkway-andslide™ altemative, $923 million
for ﬁw “industml u-grade altemative wl(hm the:Industrial Boulsvard Corridor, to $1.2 billion for the

“industrial elevated” alternative within the Industrial Boulovard Corridor. These costs ars current year
Gosts and have not been adjusted.for future inflation. By implementing one-of these altematives, accrued
' congestion savings are estimated to be in excess of $1 billion. A sixth option is the “no-build”

alternative.

“Mmore~
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. Page Two
! Projected Costs — Proposed Trinity Parkway Project

“
The consulting firm indicated that the estimates of probable cost include construction, right-of-way

acquisition, relocation expenses, design, testing and management, environmental mitigation and
landscaping. The estimates assume specific credits from other agencies for associated improvements in
the project corridor, such as raising the Dallas floodway levees and programmed modifications to several

existing bridge crossings. The estimated costs also include a 20 percent contingency allocation.

The Trinity Parkway project was first studied in detail in @ Major Transportation Investment Study
(MTIS) by the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) in 1996-1998:- At the time of the MTIS, the
preferred configuration was the “split parkway-riverside” option, which carried an estimated construction
and right-of-way cost of $394 million for a non-tolled roadway. The MTIS reported an additional $46
million for design testing, inspection and administrative costs. When adjusted for inflation, this total cost

would be expected to rise to approximately $500 million in year 2000 dollars.

Because of public input and the conversion of the Trinity Parkway into a toll facility, several elements of
the proposed project have significantly changed subsequent to the MTIS process. For instance, changes
) to the “split parkway riverside™ alternative include an additional $12 million for requested connections to
South R.L. Thorton ([-3SE); $42 million for toll plazas; $28 million for access ramps from arterial
streets to the floodway parks; $32 million for lane additions and deletions; and $21 million for landsca;;e
and walls adjacent to the city lakes and parks. Remaining differences between the old and new estimates

can be explained by better detail in the enginecring designs.

“Considering the impacts of construction inflation over the past several years and additions to the scope
of the project, our current estimates appear consistent with those developed for the MTIS ,” says Martin
Molloy, president of Halff Associates. “The new analysis did not change the relative ranking of the
various alternatives’ costs. We feel that the scope changes reflect the continuing input ard comments we
[feceived from the community during the process of studying these alternatives. The challenge is to look
at value engineering, construction staging and other means to reduce the final costs. These estimates will
continue to be refined as the EIS process is completed, and a detailed schematic is developed for the

chosen alternative.”

~more-
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Page Three
Projected Costs — Proposed Trinity Pavkway Project
Fuading for the Trinity Parkway must come from a vasiety of sources, The City of Dallas has committed

$84 million to the project from the City"s 1998 Bond Program. In 1998, the NTTA completed
peeliminary toll feasibility studies, whichi indicated that appm:amly 3150 wmillion in construction funds

could.be. wppodod by potonml toll menues

"The,pgclamhwy fcas«billtyvstudm were \:'omplcted almost two yoars ago,” explains Christoplier

. Andcmu, planning director for the NTTA. “Sincs that time, additional traffic and travel studics have
been wnducted a3 8 past-of the eavironmental process. We hope that as'more detailed feasibility studics
ace conducted.in the fum;e, the findings may eventually- mslm into lncreased 1l revenues over earlicr
estunatos, which would cnable the NTTA to put(clpata in construction costsat a greatev lcvcl r

Anoﬂmstgmﬁcant portion.of funding for thc project will haye to come from TxXDOT: “A project of this
magmwdc wdl require special funduug constdcrwoa from TxDOT," sdys Jay Nelson, TxDOT. Dallas
. dtsmc( engineer. .

The Trinity Parkway would be a reliever routs to the oos.\gestcd I-30 Canyon and Mixmaster near
downtown Dallas, . The transportation significance of this relicver routs in alleviating traffic congostion
u indicated by tho fact that four but'_gf avery five vehicles in the MixMaster actually bypass the Dallas
Ceatral Busmoss Di;tnlq_t.-" says Tim Nesbitt, 'IXDOT Trinity River Corvidor Project manager.

According to Michael Morris, director of (ranspoftation of the North Central Texas Council of
Govemmeats, the Trinity Parkway is.one of the most crucial improvements planned in the
region’s Mobility 2025 Plax;, “Without a significant addition of roadway capacity in this
corridor, congestion will increase to a point of gridlock and will have adverse regional effects.on
air quality and sustainable development,” says Mouis.

“more~
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Page Four .
Projected Costs — Proposed Trinity Parkway Project

The cost estimates and other details ofkke environmental process will be preseated to the Dallas City
Coungil on Wednesday, November 15,2000, Dallas City Hall. By spring 2001, a draft Eavironmental
Impact Statement will be complete and available to the public for review. A public hearing to receive

comments on the study wiil be scheduled during the first or second quarter of 2001,

The planning, design, funding and construction of a toll facility is a long and complicated process.
Ultimate funding and construction is dependent on many factors not in the control of the NTTA or other
governmental entitics, A substaatial amount of information must be obtained and many decisions made
by the NTTA Board of Directors and other entities before the project could go forward.

The North Texas Tollway Authority, a political subdivision of the State of Texas, is authorized to acquire,
construct, maintain, repair and operate tumnpike projects in the North Texas region. The NTTA serves the
four-county area of Collin, Dallas, Denton and Tarrant Counties and is responsible for the Dallas North
Tollway System, consisting of the Dallas North Tollway, Presi.dcnt George Bush Tumpike, Addison
Airport Toll Tunnel, and the Mountain Creek Lake Bridge project in the City of Grand Prairie. The North
Texas Tollway Authority is able to.raise capital for construction projects through the issuance of tumpike
revenue bonds. NTTA toll projects are not a part of the State highway system and receive no tax funding
for their portion of the roadway. Tolls are collected to repay debt, operate and maintain the roadways.

For additional information about the North Texas Tollway Authority, Dallas North Tollway System and
the TollTag® Oaline Store, visit www ntta,org or call 214-461-2000.

.30-
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CITY OF DALLAS

January 31, 2002

Mr. David S. Morgan
Halff Associates

8616 Northwest Plaza Dr.
Dallas, Texas 75225

RE: Impact on existing parks associated with the proposed Trinity Parkway

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Per your request, | have reviewed the five alignment options of the proposed Trinity
Parkway for potential impact to existing park land. | based my evaluation on the draft
documents that your firm prepared for the North Texas Tollway Authority dated
September 2000. As such, my evaluation is based on those plans only and further
evaluation would be required should the plans change.

The alignments that are in or touch the Trinity River Park (between the levies) will not
have 4 (f) issues or fall under the requirements of the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code as
the deed indicates the property is to be used for park and transportation uses. In
reviewing all five alignment options, it appears that no city park will be physically
impacted other than the Trinity River Park. However, the “split Parkway-
landside/alternative 5” alignment appears to route close to the northern boundary of
Moore Park. Be advised that public hearings and mitigation are required in accordance
with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Code if Moore Park property is needed for the Trinity
Parkway. It may be necessary to review more detailed plans for this alignment as it
pertains to Moore Park.

Please advise if you require further information or assistance. You may contact me
directly at 214-670-4103.

Sincerely

o P

Michael Hellmann
Senior Park Planner

Mhellma@ci.dallas.tx.us

C: - Willis C. Winters
Leong Lim
Richard Stauffer
Rebecca Dugger, Trinity River Office

. Share: Mike Hellmann Folder—Trinity Parkway alignment impact

DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND RECREATION CITY HALL DALLAS, TEXAS 75201 TELEPHONE 214/670-4100

It is our mission to enhance the quality of life for our customers by providing Ieisure, cultural and educational
services while preservina. conservinag and promotina our natural and physical resources.
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Deed Information

CITY. OF DALLAS

e TEXAS

PARK & RECREATION BOARO g

Wm. 8. Dean, M.O., President

J. 0. Wright, Vice-President .

Floyd V. Gish . , January 13, 1972

Pettis Norman

John O, Gitlitand

Mes, Ebby Halliday Acers
Leo Drain

L. B. Houston, Direclor . ..
Jean Crals, 30'«'(:!7 . .

Mr, John Stemmons

Industrial Properties

12th Floor ~ Stemmons Tower East
2700 Stemmons Freeway =~ °
Dallas, Texas ’

Dear Mr.. Stemmons:

. At its meeting Monday., January 10, 1972 the Park and Recreation Board
accepted the escrow deed on the 930 acres of land owned by Industrial .
Properties witlin the floodplain of the Trinity River between the ‘levess,

May I express to.you our sincere appreciation for this generous offer on
your part, We are 'pledzed to do our very best' to carry out the conditions -
necessary for consummation of the transfer, To that end, we hava proposed
bond monies for the sponsored share.in a federal land buying px‘og'ram. * Wor
have an application om file for assistance in acquiring the remainder of

: land within the limits of the flood control district, :

We believe your action is timely and we are confident that it will be .
extrenuly helptul in successfully achieving ‘the favorable vote on the
bond program, : . . . .

-, Thanks again from all of us on the Park Board,-
. . ", Sincerely,
Win, B, Dean, M,D,, President

. Park and Recreation Board

LBil/d
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CITY OF DALLAS
iy

January 17, 1974

Mr. John Stemmons, President
Industrial Properties Corporation
Dallas, Texas

v -

Dear Mr. Stemmons:

Please refer to that certain Escrow Agreement dated January

1, 1972, executed by Industrial Properties Corporation and the

City of Dallas and Dallas Title Company as Escrow Agent,

Paragraph IV, Page 4 of that Agreement provides that the

opinion of the City Attorney "that the City has acquired title

to all of said lands, has suits pending that will result in ac- y
quiring said title, or has failed to acquire title to all of said

lands by January 1, 1974, shall be conclusive upon the parties

hereto. " ’ .

In my opinion, the City of Dallas, as of January 1, 1974, either

had title to or had suits pending that will result in acquiring
said title to all of the lands referred to in said Agreement,

Very truly yours,

(4 (T,
/' N. Ale¢x Bickley

City Attorney

NAB/w

QFFICE OF THE CITY ATTDRNEY  CITY HALL OALLAS, TEXAS 75701 TELEFWONE 2147 F48-y7 01
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Deed Information

THE STATE OF TEXAS )
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:
COUNTY OF DALLAS ) - .
THAT INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES CORPORATION, a Texas Corporation,
with its principal office and place of business at Dallas,
Dallas County, Texas, acting by and through its President,
John M. Stemmons, duly authorized to exscute the hersin con-
veyance, for and in consideration of the public purposes which
* * are now and are to be performed and rendered by the City of k
Dallas, a municipal corporation, and as a gift to said City of
Dallas for exclusively public purposes, has given, granted and
confirmed and by these presents does give, grant and coﬂlirm ,
unto the said City of Dallas, for use as pvbllé park and xe~
creational purposas, all those certain tracts of land lying
and being situated {n the City and County of pallas, Texas,
and being more particularly described as follows:
BEING all lands owned by Industrial Properties
Corporation, which lie within that portion of City
and County of Dallas Levee Improvement District
as shown on map bearing title: "District map,
City and County of Dallas Levee Improvement
District, and Dallas County Levee Improvement
District No. §, by Mysrs, Noyes and Forrest, District
Enginsers,” and designated Exhibit "A" attached
hersto and made a part hereof and which lands lie
West of the East Toe of the East Leves and East
of the West Tos of the West Leves, and containing
approximately 930 acrss.
- TO KAVE AND TO HOLD the same unto the said The City
of Dallas, upon the following terms and conditions:
T /
The said property shall be used for parks, open spacs,
recreational, transportation facilities, including roadways
on and adjacent to the levees, and such uses as are
necessarily incident to the navigation channel, and all of
which uses shall be generally consistent with the concept

of the Coordinated Plan for Opan Space Devslopment of the

1=
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Trinity River Sysc;; of the Dallas Park Board dated
December, 1969 and adopted by the Park Board and approved
by the City Council on March 9, 1970. The use of the lands
shall be for public and public-related purposes consistent
with the concept of such plan, and shall be under the
control of the City of Dallas, provided that the City
shall have the right to grant franchises and concessions
inégdent to the cpézatton ‘Of recreational facilities under
'the usual policy of the Park Board, and the right to enter
into such agreements and grant such conveyances or ease-
ments as are necessary and }ncident to the navigation of
the Trinity River.

By acceptance of this deed, the City of Dallas covenants
and agrees that said lands shall never be used in any manner
that will in any way interfere with the accomplishment of
the purposes of Section 59, Article 16 of the Constitution
of the State of Texas as amended, including the control, .
storing, preservation, and distribution of the storm sewers
and flood wataers of the Trigity River and the reclamation and
drainage of lands lying within the boundaries of Dallas County
Flood Control District as described in the said act creating
said District or that will .in any way interfere with the
performance of or diminish the obligations of the City of
Dallas to use, operate, maintain, improve,’gnd repair all of
the properties transferred and conveyed to said City to
accomplish the purposes of Chapter 355, Acts of the 49th
legislature, 1945, and to do any and all things necessary
or convenient to control floodwaters and prevent damage to
persons and property from the floodwaters of the Trinity River
and its tributaries within the area under its control. or
the obligations assumed by the City of Dallas to maintain
and operate the improvements msde by the United States Corps

of Engineers in the Flood Control System.

-2~
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AN of said lands so acquired, including the lands described in Exhibit "A”
attached hereto, shall be used for parks, open space, recreational, transportation
facilities, including roadways on and adjacent to the lcvees, and such uscs as
are necessarily incident to the navigation channel, and all of which uses shall
be generally consistent with the concept of the Coordinated Plan for Opén Space
Ucvelopment of the Trinity River System of the Dallas Park Board dated Decerher,
1969, and adopted by the Park Board and approved by the City Council on Harch 9,
1970i .The use-of the Tands shall be for public and public-rélated purposes

“ consistent with the concept of such pian, and shall be under the control of the
City of Dallas, provided that the City shall have the rigat to grant franchises
and concessfons incident to the operation of recreational facilities under
the usual policy of the Park Board, and the right to enter into such agrcements
and grant such conveyances or easements as are necessary and incident to other

public uses and to the navigation of the Trinity River.

1T IS UNDERSTOOD AriD AGREED, however, that said lands shal) never be used
in any manner that will in any way interfere with the accarplishment cf the pur-
poses of Section §9, Article 16, of the Constitution of the State of Texas, as
amended, including the control, storing, prescrvation, and distribution of the
storm waters and flood waters of the Trinfty River and the reclamation and
drainage of lands lying within the boundaries of said Dallas County Flood Con-
trol District, as described in said act creating said Oistrict, or that will in
any way interfere with the performance of or diminish the obligations of the
City o’f Dallas as set forth in contract dated September 6, 1968.

.

IT IS UNDERSTO0D AND AGREED that in the event the City has not acquired
title to or fnstituted suits in emfnent domain to acquire title to and deposited
the awards neccssary to 2cquirc possession of all lands sftuated in said floodway
and within the City of Dallas by January 1, 1974, then Escrow Agent shall return
the hereinabove described Oeed to Industrial, and said (eed shall be of no
force and effect. In the event City does acquire title to all of said lands
within said floodway either by negotiation or eminent domain free and clear of
any encumbrances except the floodags easewents in favor of City §[§d County af

-3 VTVOU PAGE
71024 1461
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WEED RECORY
.4_(*
ESCROYM AGREEHENT
THE STATE OF TEXAS }
COUHTY CF UALLAS )

This AGREEHEHT this day entered into by and beiween Industrial “roperties
Corparation, of Uallas County, Texas. hereinafter called “Industrial™, the
City.of Dallas, Texas, nereinafter called “City” and Dallas T’ﬁle and Guaranty
Comb‘gn'y. of Dallas Couu-\:y. fexa;. as escrow agent, hereinafter called “Escrow
Agent”,

WITHESSETH:

Industrial is the ouner of certain lands being more particularly described
fn Exhibit "A" attached hereto and made a part hereof, all of which lands are
situated within the floodway of Dallas County Flood Control District, the boun-
darics of which are described in the 2ct creating said district (Acts of 49th
Legislature, Chapter 335, Page 619), and all of which properties are subject
to easements acquired by City and County of Dallas Levee Improvement District
and to other easements heretofore granted and presently existing.

Uy instrument dated Septenber &, 1968, City and County of Dallas Levee
Improvement District, Oallas County Levee Improvemsnt District Mo, §, and
Dallas County Flood Control District transferred, assigned and conveyed all
propeéﬁes of whatsoever nature, both realty and personalty and belonging te
sald a'lstricts, to the City of Dallas as to properties situated within the
city limits of Dallas and to the City of Irving as to properties situated
within the City of lrving, Texas, and such citfes have assumed the obligations
of such districts as to propertfes situated within the city limits of sach of
sald cities, and in particular the City of Dallas has assumed the obligations
to maintain the diversion channel and floodway of the Trinity River wherc the
same lie within the city limits of the City of Dallas, Texas, all of which ob-

Vigations are fully set forth in said instrument dated Septcmber 6, 1960.

-1 VO PaGE .
74021 1179
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. 73

It 1s the desire of Industrial and of the City that a1l such lands situated
within the floodway as abave described be made available for parks, open space,
recreatfonal, and transportation facilities as set out below,,

HOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HERESY AGREED by and between Industrial, the City
and the Escrow Agent as follows:

i.

Industrial has executed and has delivered to Escrow Agent a Deed without
WHarranty, conveying to City 311 of the lands described n Exhibit "A" attached
hereto, subject to a1} easements hevetofors granted or acquired over and across

satd lands and subject to the joint Plan of Reclamation heretofore adepted by

«City and County of Dallas Levee Improvement District and Dalles County Levee
Improvement District No, 5, Such convey-mca conditioned, however, that said
Yands shall be ysed only for public purposes as hereinafter provided.

i, .

City agrees to use its best efforts to acquire by gift, purchase or the
c{crc‘se of the power of eminent domzin the title to a1l other lands situated
within the floodway and the Tands upon which the lavees have been ;:onstructed.
sftuated within the boundaries of Dallas County Flood Control District as de-
scribed {n said act creating satd District and thst are presently within the
city limits ,o.f the City of Dallas, Texas, and as shown on map’ bearing title:

‘.,

DISTRICY HAP . .
City and County of Dallas
Levee Ioprovemant District

and
Dallas County Leves
Improvement District Ko, §

Hyers .Noyes & Forrest .
District Enginears

Horgan Engingering .Cu. .
Consulting Enginears !

Exhibit "8"

@ print of which map {s attached hereto and made 3 part hereof.

ESCROY AGREEHENT - PAGE THO ' . ‘g,‘yi‘g"[f‘ PAGE |
71924 1180

@ % G o oemp 170 . . 2
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R

Ix.

This conveyancé is subject to easements heretofore ac-
quired by City and County of Dallas ‘Lavee Improvement District
and the use of said property by the City of Dallas, Texas
for the above specified purposes shall be subservient to said
sagements and to the rights and privileges of City and County
of Dallas Leves Improvement Dtéttict, its successors and

_assigns, to overflow said lands and to do any and all othevr

)

A;f~iﬁipgt necessary to control flood waters of the Trinity River.

This conveyance is further subject to the joint Plan of

Reclamation adopted by City and County of Dallas Levse Im~

provement District and Dallas County Levee Improvement Dis-
trict No, §, and to all easemants heretofore granted or

7 acquired over, acr08s o under said lands,

This conveyance is without warranty of title.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Industrial Properties Corpgration
auged this instrument to bs executed this Z’d'z‘ﬁ day of
1141 : L1 21- -

INDYSTRIAL rkokzarn:s CORPORATION

~4

ATIEST: BY sl

a2 President” Ry
e gilons VL NG et s :
(Al Secrstary 7
THE STATE OF TEXAS )

)
COUNTY OF DALLAS )

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, /in and for gaid
County, Texas, on this day personally appearsd JOHN M., STEMMONS,
President of INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES CORPORATION, known to me to
‘be the person and officer whose name is subscribed to the
forsgoing instrument and acknowladged to me that the same wag
the act.of the said INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES CORPORATION, a cor-
poration, and that he sxecuted the same as the act of such
corporation for the purposes and consideration therein ex-
prossed, and in the capacity therein stated. At

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL OF OFFICE, This Z day of

L (st AAg ¢ Re Do, 197

tary public 1n‘and for Dallas
County, Texas
My Commission Expires: June 1, 1972.

-3
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pallas Laves lrprovesent Disteict and (allas County Levee Improvement District
Ho. § and other existing edsewents, and subject to Joint Flan of Reclamation
of said Lovee Uistrict, and Oallas County Levae leprovement District Ho, 5,
. then safd tscrow Agent shall deliver sald Oced to City.
v,
The opinion of the City Attorney of the City that the City has scquired
titls to all of safd lands, has sutts pending that will result in scquiring
1a1d tithe, or has fotled to acquire tlue to a1} of said lands by Jenuary 1,

1974, shall be conclusive upon the parties hereto.
HESS MER(OF. u\ls instrument has been cxecvted tMs the [

. 197 &

STRIAL PROPERTIES CORPORATION

A .
WW\

CITY OF DALLAS, TEXAS

1n0d

lanagsr

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

C)Kfmm K/:}w/?//
Tily Afditor // 7 Attdrney

DALLA

v Presideht

CORPORATION ACENQWLEDOMENT

THE STATE OF TEXAS, } .

COUNTY of  Dallas W

lcrom: ME, the wndarvignad, ¢ Hotary Publie la and for 90ld Covoty end Stels, on U

!ofm M i Stemmons, President of Industrisl Propecties Coeporotion,

o e e e Ge Bo the pereen and .mm

Y

(]

s dey peciomally appeertd
<

71021 1482

I M
-Mu Mm s suhearibad te the feregaing fnetrwmest sad scknowiedged te Mo that the eame was the ach of the ‘s
fndustrial Properties Coeporation
e set of Fuch serparation os the purmeess and conplderation e e
faee
74

a
P H
A DD

N urnmuu. l}MI he exacuted the same o¢
nyuunf ;'\M capacity thacaln steted.
Gl uuoza MY HAND AND SEAL DF OFFICE s the 2820 m/«}‘an\fw
4 l;;,urll’a, ,% Yoo Y
fary Tublia In end for 7/0aflas County, Tusst,
. . o mre oot

4 (L.S)

$ieaTbe Goms Comoany, Puditiborsm sl
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All those certain tracts of land lying and
being situated in the City and County of
Dallas, Texas, and being more particularly daes-
cribed as follows:

BEING all lands owned by Industrial

Properties Corporation, which lie

within that portion of City and

County of Dallas Levee Improvement .
- Dpistrict as 'shown on map bearing R

] title: "“District map, City and .

County of Dallas Levee Improvement

District, and Dallas County Levee

Improvement District No. $, by Myers

Noyes and Forrest, District Engineers,”

and designated Exhibit "A" attached here~

to and made a part hereof and which lands

lie West of the East Toe of the East

Levee and East of the West Toe of the

West Levea, and containing approximately

930 acres.

Vel PACE]
71021 1483
EXHIBIT A"
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4 5900 W. Plano Patkway, Suite 100, Plano, TX 75093
£.0. Box 260729, Plano, TX 75026
214.461.2000 Fax 214.528.4826

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY
January 29, 2003

Mr. Patrick A. Bauer, P.E.

District Engineer — Texas Division
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Office Building, Rm 826
300 East 8" Street

Austin, TX 78701

RE:  Strategy for Development of the Trinity Parkway Draft Envirenmental Impact
Statement (DEIS)

Dear Mr. Bauer:

The Trinity Parkway DEIS has been forwarded to the Environmental Affairs Division —~ TxDOT,
and FHWA for an anticipated two to three month concurrent review. In advance of forwarding
this DEIS for FHWA Atlanta review, we felt it pradent to provide you with a synopsis of the
DEIS’ developmental strategy for this regionally significant project. This Environmental Impact
Statement is unique. It may ultimately address multiple objectives proposed by several agencies.

After several months of discussion, and with concurrence from FHWA Austin staff, the
implementing agencies reached consensus on a developmental strategy:

1) From among the many competing objectives, identify the primary and secondary purpose

and needs.

2) The Trinity Parkway DEIS will address the identified primary purpose & need -
transportation. If the decision makers elect to recommend one of the transportation build
alternatives, the attendant secondary purpose & needs will be addressed in subsequent
environmental documents.

3} Tiering the decision making process, and the subsequent development of environmental
documents as a function of these decisions, provides the decision makers with structure
and a clearer understanding of the additive effect of their stepped-decisions with respect
10 the possible social, economic and environmental benefits, impacts, costs and

associated mitigation measures.

As evidenced by the signatures below, this letter affirms the City of Dallas’ (City), the US Army
Corps of Engineers” (USACE) and the North Texas Toilway Authority’s (NTTA) concordance in
the proposed strategies for preparation of the Trinity Parkway Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. These strategies were adopted due to the potential complexity and interrelated nature
of the “reasonable and foreseeable actions” being considered by these agencies.

Major projects are being planned and developed within the Dallas Floodway reach of the Trinity
River floodplain. The NTTA is planning and developing projects that are related to
transportation. Three of the five transportation alternatives currently being evaluated by NTTA
in the DEIS are located either within or along the Trinity River floodplain; these altematives
originated from TxDOT’s Trinity Parkway Coiridor Maior Transporiation Investment Study
March 1998. Currently the City is assessing a series of recreational implementation strategies.
One option proposes major recreational amenities within the Trinity River floodplain, including a
system of lakes, parks and trails, which are articulated in the City’s Trinity River Corridor,
Master Implementation Plan December 1999. In addition, two concusrent studies are underway ~
one considers urban design elements; the other is evaluating the configuration, functionality, and
operability issues of the floodway Jakes. Depending upon the recommendation of a

Danaid 0. Dillacd, Charrman s Donra R. Parker, Vice Chairman » Jack Miler » David D. Blair, Js » Printice L. Gary » Pauf N. Wageman » Kay Walis
Jerry Hiebert, Executive Owrector » Katharine D. Nees, Deputy Executive Director » Ruby Franklin, Secrelacy » Susan A. Buse, Treasurer
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transportation build alternative alignment, the USACE may be requested to consider flood
damage reduction and ecosystem restoration projects along this same reach of the Trinity River.
Al of these potential projects are discussed conceptually in the USACE’ Final Programmatic EIS
for the Upper Trinity River Basin dated June 2000. The USACE is planning and developing
projects that are related to flood damage reduction and ecosystem restoration. The projects being
planned and developed by the NTTA, City of Dallas, and USACE have the potential for Federal
funding.

Contained within the outline of each EIS strategy below is a description of potential projects,
actions or documentation. Please note that as used here, “floodway alternative™ would mean the
recommendation of one of these levee options: Split River, Split Landside or Combined Parkway

altemnative; “Industrial Altemative” means one of the alignments roughly following existing
Industrial Boulevard, either the Industrial At-Grade or the Industrial Elevated option.

Step 1. NTTA/ FHWA prepares the DEIS— primary Purpose & Need identified as
transportation. Secondary purpose & needs identified —as flood damage reduction,
ecosystem restoration and the City of Dallas’ recreational amenities.

After public hearings, the City of Dallas would declare a preferred alignment, and afier
this declaration the NTTA Board of Directors would recommend a preferved alignment.
The City and NTTA would then formally request that USACE be a Cooperating Agency
in the EIS process and initiate investigations as to participation in a multi-objective
project, which includes transportation in the floodway. Prior to becoming a Cooperating
Agency, the USACE must first determine a Federal (USACE) interest in participating in
the project for the purposes of flood damage reduction, ecosysiem restoration, and

recreation.

Step 2. Prepare Draft Supplemental EIS (DSEIS) - NTTA/FWHA would be “Lead

Agency” with USACE as “Cooperating Agency”. Preparation of the DSEIS is predicated
on the recommendation of an alternative transportation alignment for the Trinity
Parkway, which would be located within or adjacent to the floodway. The DSEIS would
address those floodway impacts of the recommended Trinity Parkway alternative with
respect to the functionality and operability of the lakes, water quality, flood damage
reduction, environmental restoration and recreation that may be Jocated within the
existing Dallas Floodway, relative to floodway projects being planned and developed by
USACE and the City of Dallas. The DSEIS would also address EO 11988 (longitudinal
floodplain development), and in more complete fashion address Section 404, Section 10

and the Corridor Development Certificate (CDC) process.

A second round of public hearings would be held to present these additional impacts and
obtain public comment.

Step 3. Prepare Final EIS - prepared by NTTA with contributions from USACE and City
of Dallas — addresses and responds to public comments received on DEIS and DSEIS.

Step 4. Issue ROD — Two RODS to be signed by FHWA & USACE as Lead and
Cooperating Agencies, respectively. Whether FHWA and USACE issue a joint ROD or
independent RODs will be determined after additional consultation with legal staff from
FHWA and USACE.
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o StdefmAssiminganMdostrial Boulevard. Altérmative: isRecommended:

Step 1. Same as strategy above, except no request would be made of the USACE to
participate as a Cooperating Agency.

Step 2. City of Dallas could request USACE to initiate evaluations of flood damage
reduction, ecosystem restoration, and recreation within the floodway assuming that there
would be no transportation corridor associated with the floodway area. The City’s non-
transportation related projects would be carried forward by the USACE in an EIS and
ROD separate from the Trinity Parkway EIS.

Step 3 - Prepare Final EIS - prepared by NTTA. Transportation ROD issued and signed
by FHWA

TOMRPUPRBIR s - o s
TR S Y

{X

eiNG: BiiHdAlternative i Recommended:

Step 1. Environmental investigations by NTTA cease, pertinent study materials
forwarded to the City of Dallas.

Step 2. City of Dallas could request USACE to initiate evaiuations of flood damage
reduction, ecosystem restoration, and recreation within the floodway assuming that there
would be no transportation corridor associated with the floodway area. These City of
Dallas non-transportation related projects would be carried forward by the USACE in an
EIS and ROD separate from the Trinity Parkway EIS.

Until a transportation alternative is identified and recommended for selection by FHWA, all
Trinity River related projects by the City of Dallas and USACE within the existing Dallas
Floodway will likely remain on hold, irrespective of the developmental strategy. If either an
Industrial or No-Build Transportation aiternative is recommended, the City could request
participation by USACE who would pursue a separate EIS and ROD for its non-transportation
related projects by tiering off the existing Upper Trinity River Programmatic Environmentaf

Impact Statement. :

Staff representatives from FHWA, EPA, USACE, NCTCOG, City of Dailas, and the Texas
Department of Transportation participated in this strategy’s formulation.

Endorsement of the EIS preparation strategies in no way commits or obligates any of the
signatories to implementing any of the actions being considered, in whole or part.

If additional information or clarification is required, please contact:

City of Dallas - Greg Ajemian, P.E, 214.671.9504, gajemian@pbw.ci.dallas.tx.us
USACE — Gene Rice, P.E., 817.886.1374, gene .t rice@swi02. usace.army.mil
NTTA - Christopher Anderson, Planning Director, 214.461.2021, canderson(@ntta.org.

QU b MJQ%(M |

J)?(A. Joém, PE. Michael J. M
Assistant City Manager Deputy District Engineer Executive Director

City of Dallas US Army Corps of Engineers North Texas Tollway Authority

Fort Worth District
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LOCKE LIDDELL & SAPP 1ir

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS

2200 RGSS AVERUE (214) 740-8000
SUFTE 2200 Fax: (214) 740-8800
Darras, TEXAS 75201-6776 AUSTIN ¢ DALLAS « HOUSTON « INEW ORLEANS www.lockelhiddellcom
WRITER’S DIRECT DIAL:
(214) 740-8670
E-MAXL: faddison@lockeliddell.com

March 5, 2004
VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS
Marcus N. Redford, P.E.
United States Coast Guard
Homeland Security

Chief, Bridge Administration Branch
Eighth Coast Guard District

Hale Boggs Federal Building

501 Magazine Street

New Orleans, LA 70130-339¢

RE:  Construction and Gperatiea of the Trinity Parkway
Concurrence Regarding Exemption from Bridge Permitting Requirements

Dear Mr. Redford:

Please be informed we represent the North Texas Toliway Authority (“NTTA™) in
connection with construction and operation of the Trinity Parkway located in the City of Dallas,
Dallas County, Texas. Certain alternatives under consideration for the Parkway involve the
crossing of the Trinity River at various locations in Dallas County in the City of Dallas between
its proposed northern terminus at TH-35E/SH 183 and the proposed southern terminus at US
175/SH 310. The Federal Highway Administration (“FHWA”™), the Texas Department of
Transportation (“TxDOT”), the NTTA and the City of Dallas are lead agencies and sponsors of

the Trinity Parkway project.

NTTA, its consultants and counsel, have reviewed, inter alfia, the Coast Guard
regulations addressing bridge construction and navigable waters of the United States found at 33
C.F.R. § 115, those regulations concerning the definition of navigable waters of the United States
including 33 C.F.R. § 329, and various provisions of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 and the
Clean Water Act. In addition, we have reviewed U.S. Coast Guard Bridge Permit Application
Guide and Bndge Clearance Guide on the USCG website. Based on this investigation, and the
criteria set forth in pertinent, statutory and regulatory authority, the Trinity River at this location
appears to be a “navigable water of the United States.” According to the Bridge Clearance
Guidance, it also appears, however, that this portion of the Trinity River ordinarily receives the
favorable consideration of exemption under the bridge permitting process. 33 CFR 1,
Subchapter J-Bridges.

DALLAS 67318/65146 12592 v}
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Marcus N. Redford, P.E.
United States Coast Guard
March 5, 2604

Page 2

Alternatives 4 and 5 under consideration would include bridge construction crossing the
main stem of the Trinity River. The alternatives would run just west of, and parallel to, Interstate
35-E in Dallas as it passes downtown. From downtown, the alternatives under consideration
cither follow the floodway or Industrial Blvd. until reaching the proposed south termunus at US

175/SH 310.

Seven altemiatives are under consideration, including the following:

. Altemative | — No-Build

. Alternative 2A —~ Irving / Industrial Blvd. — Efevated

. Alternative 2B — Irving / Industrial Blvd. — At Grade

. Alternative 3A — Combined Parkway / Riverside (original)
. Altemative 3B — Combined Parkway / Riverside (modified)
° Alternative 4 — Split Parkway / Riverside

° Altemative 5 — Split Parkway / Landside

Alternatives 4 and 5 of the build alternatives would invoive bridge construction across
the Trinity. A related project of the City of Dallas may involve the construction of “signature
bridges” across the Trinity. These signature bridges may be constructed, regardless of the
Alternative selected by NTTA. In addition to FHWA participation, the construction of the
project will involve federal assistance. Our preliminary investigation indicates the Trinity River
at this Jocation is non-tidal, and is not used and is not susceptible to use in its natural condition or
by reasonable improvement as a means to transport interstate or foreign commerce. It does not
appear the main stem of the Trinity River is used by vessels greater than 21 feet in length. While
the West Fork of the Trinity River has been designated by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers as
navigable, the main stem of the River does not include the West Fork. According to the Corps’
Ft. Worth District, the navigable portion of the Trinity River is defined to be that portion “from
the point of intersection of Houston, Madison and Walker counties upstream to Riverside Drive
in Ft. Worth, Tarrant County, Texas.” The Fort Worth District of the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers maintains a list of navigable waters that fall within the Fort Worth, Albuquerque, and
Tulsa Districts. | have enclosed a copy of the Fort Worth District’s list of navigable waters for

your convenience.

As you may also recall, channelization of the Trinity River (known locally in Dallas as
the “Trinity River Project’} was authorized by the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1965, Public Law
89-289. The Trnity River Project, however, was never undertaken. Had it gone forward, the
Tnnity River Project would have included the construction of a2 commercially feasible, multi-
purpose channel along the River from North Texas to the Houston Ship Channel. Afer passage
of Public Law 89-289, the 1i.S. Congress restudied navigation features of the Trimty River

DALLAS 67315 65140 129981201
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United States Coast Guard
March §, 2004
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Project in an effort to confirm the economic feasibility of channelization. At that time, the
studies demonstrated that channelization at any point upstream of Liberty, Texas (approximately
50-miles above the mouth of the River) was not economically feasible. In 1973, a local bond
election to finance the multi-purpose channel was defeated. With the defeat in the bond efection,

the effort to develop the Trinity River into a navigable water ended.

In 1996, a TxDOT transportation project included reconstruction of an existing 4-lane
section of the Corinth Street Bridge to a proposed 6-lane divided section. As a part of the
project, TxDOT corresponded with the Coast Guard to confirm the project would be exempt
from Coast Guard permitting. [ have enclosed a copy of the Coast Guard's Apnl 1, 1996
correspondence on this point. In that instance, the Coast Guard concurred that the Corinth Street
Bridge construction project was exempt from U.S. Coast Guard navigational bridge permit

requirements.

-~Based on the information set forth herein, we respectfully request a determination that the -
Trinity Parkway Project falls into an excluded category under the Surface Transportation Act
(“STA™), § 144(h) of Title 23 of the U.S. Code. By reason of this provision, certain bridges -
which are constructed, reconstructed, rehabilitated or replaced with federal assistance imposed
uuder Title 23 of the U.S. Code — are not subject to the permitting requirements imposed under
33 U.S.C. § 401 and § 525(b), respectively. Additionally, we request that the proposed bridges
be exempt from the U.S. Coast Guard lighting requirements because no vessel traffic transits the
waterway nor do we have information that it will transit it in the future. Pursuant to Title 23 of
the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 118, § 118.40(b) we respectfully submit the Trinity
Parkway should be exempt from the requirement fo provide bridge lighting for the structures as

well.

Please contact me in writing to confirm the Trinity Parkway Project meets the subject
criteria set forth above and is exempted from Coast Guard permitting requirements.
Additionally, please confirm your concurrence that the proposed project will be exempt from the
U.S. Coast Guard lighting requirements because no vessel traffic transits the waterway nor will

transit it in the future.

Should you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me. We appreciate your
attention {o this matter.

Very truly yours,

LOCKE LIDDELL & SAPP LLP
Attomeys & Counselors

" Frederick W. Addison. I
FWAkp
Enclosure

DALTAS 6731805146 1289810
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e Chris Anderson
Frank Stevenson
Martin Malloy

DALLAS 67318765140 125081201
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U.S. Department mmwwm Newe Ortazas, LA 7013¢
of Transpoctation Y190 Boags Fodersl Busding Sta Spamct ¢ on 333§
United States FRTs 504y sab-234s
Coast Guard

16591D

April 1,

> 5% P 1996

Mr. Charles R. Tucker S

Director of Transportation

Taxas Department of Transportation
P. 0. Box 3067

Dallag, Texas 75221-3067

Daar Mr. Tucker:

This is in reference to your letter dated Maxch 19, 1996, with
attachments, regarding the proposed reconstruction of the
existing four-lane section of Cor et, which crosses the
Trinity River, mile 498.3 at Dallas, Dallas County, Texas, to

sccomnodate 8§ sgix-lane gectioi.

In a letter received by this office froa the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) dated March 22, 1996, a determination was
made by FHWA that the proposed bridge modification project should
be exeapt frow Coast Guard permit requiresants. This
determination is based on the fact that federal funds will be
utilized in the projeot and becausa the watarway is not -used and
is not susceptible to uze in its natural ocondition ox by
reasonable improvement as & means to transport intersetate ox
foreign commerce and that the waterway is.not tidal.

By the conditions stated sbove, this bridge falls into an
excluded category tnder the Burface Transportation (STA) Act.
Section 144(h) of %itle 23 U.S. Code was enacted in 1978 to
reduce paperwork and releated costs in the execution of the Coast-
Guard's bridge permit programs. This section has been amended by
the Act of April 2, 1987 (Public Lew 110-17), to further reduce
paperwork and related ocosts in the pexmitting of bridges funded
by this ACT.. By resson of this provigsion, certain bhridges --
which are constructed, reoonstructed, rehsbilitated or replaced
with federal assistance imposed under Title 23 U.5. Code -- are
no.-longer subject to the permitting requirements imposed undex 33
U.5.C. 401 and 525(b). The bridgés which fall i{nto this excluded

category are those that cross waterways:

(1) which are not used and are not susceptible to use in
their natural condition or by reasonable iwprovement as a means
to trangport interstate or foreign commerce; and

(2) which are: nontidal: or if tidal, d by vessgls,. less
than 21 feet in length. { 10wt Engr._-zﬁ)?f o |
£

{, Dist. Engr
: ims {1 Action v oe ‘ (//hc-)
t) () Aduise o o
. EXHIBITD . mr}r-”ﬂ?’ﬂ - . w/— t‘l\wﬁq
NAVIGATIONAL CLEARANCE Aﬂg% - : # /U}

_IELATED CORRESPONDENCE, CONT. A
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Since FHWA has the responsibility for the STA Act, the Coast
Guard accepts this determination that che bridge project meetg
the criteria and is exempted for Coast Guard Bridge

Administration purposes.

vyou have reqguested that the proposed bridge be exempt froa the
H¥.5. Coast Guard lighting requiremants because no vessel tyaffic
transits the waterway nor will transit it in the future,
Pursuant to Title 33 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part
118, Section 118.40 (b), you are hereby exempt from the
requirement to provide bridge lighting for this structure.

This determination does not relieve you of your responsibility to
obtain appropriste pérmits from any other federal or state and
local agency bheving jurisdiction in this matter,

OHN WACHTER
Chief, Bridge administration Branch

By direction of the Commander
Bighth Coast Guard bDistrict

Copy: Mr. Temer A, Ahmed, FHWA, Austin, TX

EXHIBIT D
NAVIGATIONAL CLEARANCE
RELATED CORRESPONDENCE, CONT:

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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Navigable Waters of the United States in the

et Fort Worth, Albuquerque, and Tulsa
US Army Corps Districts Within the State of Texas
of Engineers March 20, 1999

Fort Worth District

For purposes of Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899, navigable waters of the United States are
those waters that are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide and/or are presenty being used, or have been used in
the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce (33 CFR 328.4). Navigable
waters include lakes and other on-channel impoundments of navigable rivers, Under Section 10, the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) regulates any work in or affecting navigable waters of the United States. The
following waters are considered to be navigable waters of the United States and thus fall within the jurisdiction
of the USACE in the Fort Worth, Albuquerque, and Tulsa districts. Navigable waters in the Galveston District
are determined on a case-by-case basis and, therefore, are not included in this list. The USACE district{s) within
which these navigable waters lie are indicated as: SWF (Fort Worth District), SWT (Tulsa District), and SPA
{Albuquerque District).

Angelina River: From Sam Rayburn Dam in Jasper County upstream to U.S. Highway 59 in
Nacogdoches and Angelina counties and all USACE lands associated with B.A.
Steinhagen Lake in Jasper and Tyler counties, Texas. {SWF]

Big Cypress Bayou: From the Texas-Louisiana state line in Marion County, Texas, upstream to Ellison
Creek Reservoir in Morris County, Texas. [SWF}

Brazos River: From the point of intersection of Grimes, Waller, and Washington counties upsirearn
to Whitney Dam in Hill and Bosque counties, Texas. [SWF]

Colorado River: From the Bastrop-Fayette county line upstream to Longhorn Dam in Travis County,
Texas. [SWF}

Neches River: USACE lands associated with B.A. Steinhagen Lake in Jasper and Tvler counties,
Texas. [SWF}

Red River: From the U.S. Highway 71 bridge at the Texas-Arkansas state {ine upstream to the

Oklahoma-Arkansas state line and from Denison Dam on Lake Texoma upstream to
Warrens Bend, approximately 7.25 miles north-northeast of Marysville, in Cooke
County, Texas. [SWT]

Rio Grande: From the Zapata-Webb county line upstream to the point of intersection of the Texas-
New Mexico state line and Mexico. [SWF, SPA]

Sabine River: From the point of intersection of the Sabine-Vernon parish line i Loussiana with
Newton County, Texas upstream to the Sabine River-Big Sandy Creek confluence in

Upshur County, Texas. [SWF]

Sulphur River: From the Texas-Arkansas state Ime upstream to Wright Patman Dam n Cass and
Bowie counties, Texas. [SWF}

Trinity River: From the pont of intersection of Housron, Madison, and Walker countes upstream (o
Riverside Drive in Fort Worth. Tarrant County . Texas [SWT
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LOCKE LIDDELL & SAPP rip

ATTORNEYS & COUNSELORS

2200 ROSS AVENUE (214) 740-8000
SUTE 2200 Fax: (214) 740-8800
DALLAS, TEXAS 75201-6776 AUSTIN » DALLAS » HOtSTON » NEW ORLEANS www.lockeliddell com
WRITER’S DIRECY DIAL:
(214) 740-8670
E-MAIL: faddison@lockeliddeli.com
April 14, 2004
John R. Hoffman
Vice President - Environmental Scientist
Halff Associates, Inc.
8616 Northwest Plaza Drive

Dallas, Texas 75225-4292

RE: Trinity Parkway Alternative Alignments — City of Dallas Review of Possible 4(f)
Applicability

Dear John:

Enclosed please find a copy of the City of Dallas lefter confirming the Trinity Parkway
Altemnatives currently under consideration will not have Section 4{f) implications. [ have
retained the original in my files. As you know, Section 4(f) is not implicated because of the
transportation corridor reservation found within the Stemmons deed and the escrow agreement
for the other properties within the flood plain. I understand Halff will be using this letter in

connection with the DEIS currently being circulated to TxDOT and FHWA.
Please give me a call with any questions.

Very truly youss,

LOCKE LIDDELL & SAPP LLP
Attorneys & Counselors

-

By:
Frederick W. Addison, IT1

FWA:kp
Enclosure

cc (w/ encl.): Chris Anderson
Frank Stevenson
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CITY OF DALLAS

April 7, 2004

Mr. Frederick W. Addison, i
L.ocke Liddell & Sapp, LLP
2200 Ross Avenue

Suite 2200
Dallas, Texas 752016776

RE: Trinity Parkway Altermative Alignments—Review of Possible 4(f) Applicabliity

Dear Mr. Addison:

1 am in receipt of your March 8, 2004 letter requesting the City of Dallas Park and
Recreation Depariment’s evailuation of the Section 4(f) applicability to the Trinity
Parkway alternative alignments on behalf of the North Texas Tollway Authority. |

apologize for my late response.

I have reviewed the latest Parkway alternalives as presented in the packet attached o
your letter. 1t appears that the only park land that the aligniments will touch is the Trnify
River Park. The Trinity River Park consists of land that was donated by John Stemmons
and addifional land that was purchased by the City, as required by Mr. Stemmons as a
condition of his donation. The original deed records, indluding the escrow agreement,

clearly indicates that the donated property and the additional property that was
purchased, is o be used for "parks, open space, recreational, transpostation facilities,

including roadways on and adjacent to the levees, and such uses as are necessarily
incident to the navigation channel”. The proposed use of the land for the Trinlty Parkway
is in compliance with the use ariteria.  Itis therefore my opinion that the proposed Trinity
Parkway project is not subject {o the Section 4(f) requirements as | perlains to the Trinity
River Park. if the alignments change and impact any other park land, such as nearby
Moore Park and Roachester Paik, Section 4(f) review would be in order.

Piease feel free fo contact me directly at 214-670-4103 should you need additional
information.

Sincerely,

g vedal) G b Wi

Michael Hellmann, Sr. Park Planner
City of Dallas

Park and Recreation Department
Mhbellma{@ci.dallas.tx. us

C: Dave Strueber

Leong Um
Rebecca Duggers, Trinity River Office—68S
Mary Ayala, Trioity River Office—68S
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- 8616 NORTHWEST PLAZA DRIVE
DALLAS, TEXAS 75225
aam 1d SSOCIales

FAX (214) 739-0095

June 2, 2004
AVO 17826

Mr. Michael Hellmann, Sr.
Senior Park Planner

Park and Recreation Department
City Hall

City of Dallas

1500 Marilla, Room 6FN
Dallas, TX 75201

RE:  Section 4(f) - Applicability Request Concerning Publicly Owned Lands and Existing and Proposed
Trails within the Study Area of the Proposed Trinity Parkway in Dallas, Texas

Dear Mr. Hellmann:

Thank you for your letter dated April 7, 2004 to Mr. Rick Addison of Locke, Liddell and Sapp, LLP. His letter
(March 8, 2004) was requesting the City of Dallas' evaluation of the Section 4(f) applicability to the Trinity
Parkway alternative alignments within the Dallas Floodway/Trinity River Park. Your letter referenced the John
Stemmons deed which indicated that the donated property and the additional property that was purchased, is to
be used for "parks, open space, recreational, transportation facilities, including roadways on and adjacent to the
levees, and such uses as are necessarily incident to the navigation channel.” Your letter stated "It is therefore
my opinion that the proposed Trinity Parkway project is not subject to the Section 4(f) requirements as it
pertains to the Trinity River Park. If the alignments change and impact any other parkland, such as nearby
Moore Park and Rochester Park, Section 4(f) review would be in order."

On May 10, 2004 the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) and Halff Associates, Inc. (Halff) received
review comments on the March 2004 version of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the
Trinity Parkway from TXDOT-ENV and FHWA-Austin. Several of the comments refer to Section 4(f) issues.

Listed below are comments that | need your assistance in addressing.

1. In the latest DEIS, Calypso Park had been removed based on updated information you provided us.
Please confirm that Calypso Park is land owned by the Dallas Housing Authority (DHA) and was leased
to the Dallas Park and Recreation Department. Confirm that the lease expired and DHA has decided to
develop the property for other non-park uses.

2. We added the "Unnamed Park™ to our existing and proposed park inventory table and showed it's
location on a map. You had indicated that this property was owned by the Dallas Parks Department but
it is not classified as a park. FHWA is asking "why isn't the unnamed park a 4(f)?" Please confirm that
the site is not an existing or planned park.

DALLAS « FORT WORTH ¢« HOUSTON « McALLEN + AUSTIN « FRISCO + SAN ANTONIO

TRANSPORTATION « WATER RESOURCES « LAND DEVELOPMENT « MUNICIPAL « ENVIRONMENTAL + STRUCTURAL
MECHANICAL - ELECTRICAL « SURVEYING *« GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEMS
ARCHITECTURE « LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE < PLANNING
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=== Halff Associates

Mr. Michael Hellmann, Sr.
June 2, 2004
Page 2

3. FHWA's comment "We need additional information (deeds were requested earlier, but never furnished)
on all proposed parks within the study area to make a defensible Section 4(f) determination for each
property that is potential 4(f)."

Enclosed are two tables from the DEIS - Table 3-11 Existing Parks and Recreational Areas and Table 4-32
Potential Impacts on Parks and Recreational Areas and Figure 3-15 showing the existing and proposed parks in
the study area with the various Trinity Parkway alignments overlaid on an aerial image. Halff is in the process
of compiling the deeds for the Dallas Floodway (Trinity River Park). Our request to the Dallas Park and
Recreation Department is to make a Section 4(f) Applicability Determination for each of the existing and
proposed parks within the study area. Please confirm that the identified existing parks in the study area are
publicly-owned parks significant for recreation purposes and that the City has determined that the proposed
project alternatives would not have negative impacts to the park(s). Also, please confirm that the City has
determined that the project alternatives would not have negative impacts to any proposed park in the study area
because of distance away or concurrent planning.

4. The first three questions were from FHWA and this question is from TxDOT-ENV which is very similar
to Question 3, but also asks for Section 4(f) determination for proposed trails. The question is "NTTA
needs to submit a letter to FHWA through TxDOT requesting a determination that Section 4(f) does or
does not apply for all the parks and proposed trails within the Trinity Parkway project area. Once
FHWA's determination is received, a copy of it needs to be included in the DEIS." Enclosed is Table 3-
12 Proposed Trails within the Study Area and an aerial map illustrating all the existing and proposed
trails in the study area. Our request to the Dallas Parks and Recreation Department is to make a Section
4(f) Applicability Determination for each of the trails. Please confirm that the City has determined that
the project alternatives would not have negative impacts to existing trails or proposed trails in the study
area because of distance away or concurrent planning.

Please review the enclosed information. We would appreciate your response to these questions and to present
your determination as to whether our not the proposed Trinity Parkway alternatives would involve Section 4(f)
with the parks and trails planned within the study area.

You may contact me at (214) 346-6390 should you need additional information in making the 4(f)
determination. We appreciate your assistance in this matter.

Sincerely,
HALFF ASSOCIATES, INC.

Lect04 Mgpon

David S. Morgan, Vice President
Environmental Scientist

DSM:sps
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m= Ha T Assoclates

Mr. Michael Hellmann, Sr.
June 2, 2004

Page 3

Enclosure

C: Mr. Christopher Anderson - North Texas Tollway Authority
Mr. Rick Addison, - Locke, Liddell, and Sapp
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TABLE 3-11. EXISTING PARKS AND RECREATIONAL AREAS

Plate . Property .
D Name Location Owner Acres Function/Usage §4(f) | §6(f)
1 Sleepy Hollow 1200 Sleepy PARD 0.62 Neighborhood park_W|th picnic, swimming pool, Yes | No
Park Hollow Lane playground, and multi-use court facilities.
2 | Pegasus Park 3000 ngasus PARD 7 41 Urpe_lp open space park with no recreational Yes | No
Park Drive facilities.
Along the Old
West Fork Owned by the City of Dallas PARD, but not a
Un-named Channel between . N
3 PARD +1.0 |designated existing or proposed park. Urban open|No |No
parkland Hampton Road space land with no recreational facilities
and Highland ’
Park landfill
Trinity River Urban open space park with 177 water acres and
Y two soccer fields. Majority extends beyond study
Greenbelt Park . .
o From Northwest corridor  boundaries. The Dallas Floodway
4 .(.ll(.jrier:}:'f'ed Paﬁj Highway to PARD | 3652 encompasses approximately 2000 acres of this park No |No
ninity ... | AT&SF Rail-road ’ (Trinity Park). A special feature is Crow Lake
within the limits | J . .
Bridge located adjacent to the south of Sylvan Avenue.
of the Dallas -
Floodway) The lake area |nclud§s scu!ptures, a volleyball court,
and a 0.66-mile walking trail.
Community park with a community recreation
center. Includes picnic, swimming pool, tennis,
5 | Nash/Davis Park | 3700 N. Hampton | PARD | 11.91 |Sandlot ball field, softball field, playground, and |y |\,
multi-use court facilities. The park is shared with
Carr Elementary School. Extends beyond study
area boundaries.
Bickers Park | 1400 Bickers DHA | 2.89 |Neighborhood park with softball field, playground, | yoq |,
and multi-use court facilities.
Shaw Park 3600 Ladd Street | PARD 0.11 | Neighborhood park with no recreational facilities. Yes |No
Benito Juarez 3352 N. Neighborhood park with soccer field and picnic
Park Winnetka PARD 6.10 facilities. Extends beyond study area boundaries. Yes | No
Community park with a community recreation
Hattie R. Moore |3212 N. center. Includes picnic, tennis, play- fields,
9 Park Winnetka PARD 3.66 playground, and multi-use court facilities. Park Yes | No
shared with DeZavala Elementary School.
3226 Bataan Neighborhood park with picnic, playground, and
10 | Pueblo Park Street PARD 0.55 multi-use court facilities. Yes |No
Oak Cliff Urban open space park with 0.25-mile hike/bike trail.
" Founders Park 1300 North Zang | PARD | 16.11 Extends beyond study area boundaries. Yes |No
Community park with a community recreation
Eloise Lundy 1200-1229 center. Includes picnic, swimming pool, tennis,
12 Park Sabine PARD 3.38 softball field, playground, and multi-use court Yes | No
facilities.
1900 E. Eighth Community park with picnic, tennis, baseball and
13 | Moore Park g PARD | 24.46 |sandlot ball field, playground, swimming pool, and | Yes |No
Street ’ . L
multi-use field and court facilities.
Regional park with natural areas and trails. Includes
playground, picnic, softball, football, soccer, and
14 | Rochester Park |3000 Rochester PARD |983.28 | multi-use court facilities. Special features include a | Yes |Yes
lake and fishing piers. Majority extends beyond
study area boundaries.
15 | Forest Park 2906 Parnell PARD | 2.40 |Neighborhood park with picnic, swimming pool, |yeq | N
playground, and multi-use court facilities.
Sources: City of Dallas PARD 1997, 1999.
Notes: Plate ID Numbers correspond to the locations shown on Plate 3-15.

PARD = Park and Recreation Department (City of Dallas)
DHA = Dallas Housing Authority
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TABLE 3-12. PROPOSED TRAILS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA

Proposed Trail

Description

Type/Function

Trails Linked

Comments

Trinity Park Trail

Follows south side of river
in floodway to the Great
Trinity Forest. Extends
beyond study area
boundaries.

Hike and Multi-Use

Links to trail system in
floodway and Great
Trinity Forest.

Hard surface, off street.

and merges with Great
Trinity Trail near Houston
and Jefferson Viaducts.
Terminates at Trestle
Trail junction. Extends
beyond study area
boundaries.

in floodway.

Bernal/Canada Drive Trail | From existing Bernal Trail | Hike and Bike Links with Cockrell Hard surface, off street.
along old West Fork Hill Trail and with trail
meanders in Oak Cliff to system in floodway.

Dallas Floodway.
Extends beyond study
area boundaries.

Old Trinity Trail Follows old river channel | Hike and Bike Cockrell Hill, Turtle -Hard surface, off street.
meanders near and Creek, and Katy Trails | -Friends of Old Trinity Trail,
across |H-35 E and (outside of study a local non-profit
Industrial. Extends corridor). organization, has been
beyond study area active in helping establish
boundaries. phase 1 of this trail.

Coombs Creek Trail Originates from Oak Cliff | Hike and Bike Links with trail system | Hard surface, off street.

Continental Avenue
Pedestrian Bridge

Conversion of existing
bridge from vehicular use
to pedestrian use only.

Pedestrian with
bicycle access at
north and south

Links with trail system
in floodway.

-Hard surface, off street.
-Provides access to
proposed central

from confluence to the
Great Trinity Forest.
Extends beyond study
area boundaries.

trails/access points in
the floodway for
numerous user
groups — walkers,
bicyclists, skaters,
equestrians, and

systems in floodway
and Great Trinity
Forest. Also, Cockrell
Hill, Coombs Creek,
Katy, Trestle, and
Bernal/Canada Drive

ends. community park and to
large civic lake area.
Trestle Tail Follows the DART ROW | Hike and Bike Links with trail -Hard surface, off street.
east of the Trinity then systems in floodway | -Part of Veloweb.
crosses the river on the and Great Trinity -Projected to be region’s
Old AT&SF Railroad Forest. second most highly used
Bridge into Oak ClIiff. commuter trail.
Extends beyond study
area boundaries.
Great Trinity Trail Follows along floodway Includes a network of | Links with trail -Hard surface, off street.

-Part of Veloweb.

River near Hampton Road
through West Dallas to
Cockrell Hill community.
Extends beyond study
area boundaries.

in floodway.

canoeists. Trails.
Katy Trail (south Follows Houston Street Hike and Bike Links with trail system |-Hard surface, off street.
extension) south to Oak Cliff across in floodway. -Part of Veloweb.
the Houston Street -Projected to be region’s
Viaduct. Extends beyond most highly used
study area boundaries. commuter trail.
Cockrell Hill Trail From south side of Trinity | Hike and Bike Links with trail system | Hard surface, off street.

Trinity River

Follows river channel.
Extends beyond study
area boundaries.

Water trail for
canoes/kayaks

Links with EIm/West
Forks, and other
water bodies outside
of study corridor.

Proposed canoe access
sites at Sylvan, Corinth,
and IH-45.

Dallas Floodway - Soft-
Surface Trails

Located in areas with little
tree cover on the west or
south side of the river
away from pedestrian
areas.

Equestrian and Bike

Links with trail system
in floodway and Great
Trinity Forest.

Proposed 30-horse
equestrian center in
floodway near Houston/
Jefferson Viaducts.
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TABLE 3-12. PROPOSED TRAILS WITHIN THE STUDY AREA

Proposed Trail

Description

Type/Function

Trails Linked

Comments

Great Trinity Forest -
Soft-Surface Trails

Located in DFE area
along river and proposed
chain-of wetlands.
Extends beyond study
area boundaries.

Equestrian, Nature,
and Bike

Links with trail system
in floodway and Great
Trinity Forest.

Proposed 50-horse
equestrian center near
Loop 12.

Dallas Floodway — Levee Top Trails

Stemmons Trail From Westmoreland to Pedestrian Links to proposed Hard surface, off street.
Commerce (east levee) levee top promenades
and trail system in
floodway.
West Dallas Trail From Westmoreland to Pedestrian Links to proposed Hard surface, off street.
Commerce (west levee) levee top promenades
and trail system in
floodway.
Cedars Trail From IH-35E to Corinth Pedestrian Links to proposed Hard surface, off street.
(east levee) levee top promenades
and trail system in
floodway.
Bottoms to Corinth From IH-35E to Corinth Pedestrian Links to proposed Hard surface, off street.

(west levee)

levee top promenades
and trail system in
floodway.

Sources: City of Dallas 1999b; Dallas County Commissioners Court 1997.
Note: Proposed trails include proposed, endorsed, and sponsored trails.
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TABLE 4-32. POTENTIAL IMPACTS ON PARKS AND RECREATIONAL AREAS

Plate ID Site Trinity Parkway Build Alternatives
Number Description 2A 2B 3A 3B 4 5
Sleepy Hollow
Park P, N,V P, N,V P,N,V P,N,V P,N,V P,N,V
(Existing)
1 Closest
Distance 720 feet 720 feet 720 feet 720 feet 720 feet 720 feet
to/from Build (0.14 miles) (0.14 miles) (0.14 miles) (0.14 miles) | (0.14 miles) | (0.14 miles)
Alternative
ooty River oy oy R (171) R (152) R (205) R (14)
reenbelt Par ’ ' P,V P,V P,V P,V
(Existing)
4 Closest Adjacent to Adjacent to
Distance park at park at Encroaches Encroaches | Encroaches | Encroaches
to/from AT&SF RR AT&SF RR within park within park within park within park
Alternative Bridge Bridge
Oak Cliff
Founders Park - - - - P,N,V P, N,V
(Existing)
11 Closest
Distance 2,880 feet 2,400 feet 1,980 feet 1,980 feet 300 feet 240 feet
to/from (0.55 miles) (0.45 miles) (0.38 miles) (0.38 miles) | (0.06 miles) | (0.05 miles)
Alternative
Moore Park
(Existing) P,V P,V
13 Closest
Distance 2,520 feet 2,520 feet 1,980 feet 1,980 feet 1,980 feet 2,400 feet
to/from (0.48 miles) (0.48 miles) (0.38 miles) (0.38 miles) | (0.38 miles) | (0.45 miles)
Alternative
Great Trinity
Forest Park P,V P,V P,V P,V P,V P,V
(Planned)
18 Closest Adjacent to Adjacent to Adjacent to Adjacentto | Adjacentto | Adjacentto
Distance park at park at park at park at park at park at
to/from AT&SF RR AT&SF RR AT&SF RR AT&SFRR | AT&SFRR | AT&SF RR
Alternative Bridge Bridge Bridge Bridge Bridge Bridge
Key to Terms: R = right-of-way acquisition anticipated (estimated number of acres shown in parentheses) (see Section
4.1.2); P = proximity effects; N = noise impact (see Section 4.15); V = visual intrusion (see Section 4.16);
> = greater than the quantity shown; --- = no impact anticipated.
Notes: All distances shown in feet (miles). Calculated distances/areas are estimates only.
Plate ID numbers correspond to the locations shown on Plate 3-15 (Chapter 3) and Plate 4-7 (Chapter 4).
Visual intrusion is generally considered to be the introduction of the highway facility into an area where none existed
previously.
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CITY OF DALLAS

July 23, 2004

Mr, David Morgan

Halff Associates

B&16 Northwest Plaza Drive
Dallas, Texas 75225

RE:  Section 4{f}—Appiicability Request Concerning Publicly Owned Lands and
Existing and Proposed Tralls Within the Study Area of the Proposed Trinity

Parkway in Dallas, Texas

Dear Mr. Morgan:

{ have received your June 2, 2004 requesting further information regarding the above
referenced subject pertaiting to additional questions you have received from the NTTA
and the FHWA. | will altempt fo address your questions in the order you have asked iy

your letter.

1. You have asked about the status of Calypso Park, Calypso Park was
a 4.7-acre piece of land that was part of a master lease agreement,
covering multiple other sites, with the Dallas Housing Authority, The
Dallas Housing Authority exercised thel right to terminate a portion of the
master lease. As such, Calypso Park is no ionger used as a city park and
is in controi of the Dallas Housing Authority,

2. You have asked about the status of the unnamed park land near the Old
Trinity Meanders. This is essentially a drainage sump. Although there is
no name or active use of the properly, it Is dedicated park land. Theve
are no formal plans for the use of this property at this time. However, due
to ifs location to the Old Trinity Meanders, it will probably be used,
eventually, as part of the Old Trinity Trail Project.

3. You have asked me {0 make a 4{f} defermination of existing and
proposed parks in yous study area. The identified existing parks in your
study area are city owned parks and are significant for recreation
purposes. As stated in my previous letlers, it is my opinion that the
proposed parkway project alternatives will not have a negative impact to
any existing park in the study area. The only existing park that seems to
be Impacted is the Trinity River Park, which is allowable for recreation,
flood control, and transportation uses as specified by the John Stermons
deed and conditions set therein. The Trinity Parkway fits into this criteria.

There are two proposed parks that have been identified in the study area.
Both are existing city property, but are not currently dedicated park tand.
One Is the Old Trinity Meanders Channel. This wilf be the location of the

DEPARTMENYT OF PARK AND RECREATION CITY HALL  DALLAS, TEXAS 75201 TELEPHONE 214/670-4100

" ks aur mission to enhance the guality of ke Jor our customers by providing leisure, cutural sod educationat
servicas whie presarving, conserving and promoting cus natural and physicat resources
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Old Trinity Trail. A master plan for this trail has been completed. The
proposed trail will connedt to the East Floodway Levee at Sump B,

{ocated just west of Sylvan Avenue,

The other proposed park in the study area is identified in the recently
adopted Downtown Parks Master Plan. This proposed park is called the
“Reunion Gateway.” This is a proposed landscape area that surrounds
the edge of downtown at Reunion Arena. 1 do not believe that any of the
proposed project alternatives will have a negative impact in this proposed

park.

4. You have asked for a 4(f} determination pertaining to proposed trails in
the study area. All of the proposed trails fisted in Table 3-12 in your lefter
should not be negatively effected due to concurrent planning initiatives. it
Is anticipated that the final design of the Trinity Parkway will
accommodate all proposed trail connections to the Trinity Park and Levee
System. The Trinity Parkway project could enhance access opportunities
fo proposed trails. One of the goals for the Trinity project as a whole is to
improve access 1o existing and proposed recreational opportunities.

{ hope this information is helpful. Please feel! free fo contact me at 214-670-4103 should
you have any questions.

Sincerely,
“"‘{M e /‘QZM

Michael Hellmann, Sr. Park Planner
Park and Recreation Department
Mhellma@ci.dallas.tx.us
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CITY OF DALLAS

October 18, 2004

Mr. David Morgan

Halff Associates

8616 Northwest Plaza Drive
Dallas, Texas 75225

RE:  Section 4{f) applicability request conceming properly located in the Trinity
Parkway study area near the old confluence of the Eim Fork and West Fork of
the Trinity River in the City of Dallas, Texas

Dear Mr. Morgan:

i have received your October 12, 2004 letier requesting my response conceming the
additional property ownership information you providied concemning the above-described
portion of the Trinity Parkway study area. You have asked for my concurrence that the
subject property situated in what has been previously described as dedicated parkiand
{i.e., unnamed parkiand) owned by the City of Dallas is in fact under private ownership.

f was curious to understand why we had this properly in our inventory. After much
research, it has been determined that this piece of properly was dedicated as a "public
use easement.” it seems that the public use easement is for a drainage sump purpose
and not for park purposes. It was added to the park tand inventory in error. Based on
this Information, the subject property has been removed from our park fand inventory
and therefore, is not subject to the provisions of Section 4 {f).

This letter serves fo clarify the comments made in my letter dated July 24, 2004. | hope
this information is helpful. Please feel free to contact me at 214-670-4 103 should you

have any questions.,

Sincerely,

C‘“‘*‘Mé%‘/&m\»\_’v

Michael Hellmann, Sr. Park Planner
Park and Recreation Department
Michael. hellmann@daliascityhall.com

DEPARTMENT OF PARK AND RECREATION OITY HALL 6FN 1500 MARILIA  DALLAS, TEXAS 75201 TELEPHONE 214/670-4100
% i our mibssion 1o enhance the quality of b lor our customors by provkfng lebwre, ovkuie) end pducational
sorvicos while prozarving, conserving and promaling ow nitwal and phykkoat P EouTes.
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AOATH TEXAS TOLLWAY ALTHOM Y
May 10, 2005

Mr. Michael 1. Mocek, PE. Dwpaty District Engineer
U5 Army Corps of Enginsers, Fort Worth District
PO Box 17300

Fort Waorth, Texas 76 102-030

EE:  Trnny Parkway Draft EIS
Apeil 20, 2005 Transmittal of USACE Comments

Drzar M. Mocsk:

Thank you for your Apal 20, 2005 better tansmiatting Fort Worth Districd writlen comments on
the Dimft EIS for Trinity Parkway, WNTTA apprecistes the Gme and care which went into the
Diigtrict review of the Parkway DEIS. We also would like to thank Fort Wosih Districe siaff for
the ongodng collsboration with NTTA on the Trinity Parkway project and related progects in the

Parkway Comidor,

Subsequent o the March 29, 2005 Public Hearing for the Parkway DELS, ihe Dallas City
Council on April 13 affirmed sepport for the proposed Trinity Parkway project, and
recommended Altemative Alignment 38, Combined Parkway « Modified ns the locally preferred
ghgament. On Aprl 20, The NTTA Board of Directors similady recommended Altemative 30
a5 the locally-prefermed aliemative. Both of these aclions are indenm, since identification of a
preferred altemative is expected to follow steps oullined in the January 29, 2007 Stratepy for
Development of the Trinity Packway Draft Enviconmental Impact Statesent (attached), Final
endorsement of & preferred sltermstive would not occur until sfter full review of supplemental
USACE environmental stodies for related Dallas Floodway actions, which may be & part of the
subssquent NEPA documentation for the Trindty Padoway.

Your Aprl 20, 2005 letter requests infarmation on the location of mitigation features related o
Trundty Parkway so that Fort Worth Distriet can begin plan formulation and preparstion of a
upplement ta the Trinity Parkway DELS. We have reviewsd the “Baselme™ hydraalic modsl
prepared an behalf of the City of Dallas by the firm CDM, ond diseussed with Gene Bice and
Dravind Wilson of USACE ar & meeting a2 the Fort Worth District Office on April 14, This modsl
i inlemded o depict an imterim excavation and embankment plan, sufficient fo suppos
constrection af the Trinity Parkway embankments. Eelated 1w this plan, we wish to transmit che

following drawings:

* Figure | Thes 15 8 map of the Bageline model. We have identified nine borrow sites
AT that NTTA would intsnd io use (o producs sufficient carth fill 1o constrsct
the Trnity Parkway Embankments for the Riverside Alematives 34 (Combined
Criginal}, 3B (Combined Modified) and 4 (Split Riverside). We ars assuming that
the other DEIS Alematives 24 (Indusinal Elevated), 28 {Industrial At-Grade) and 5
{Splin Landsice ) would ned reguire borrow of embankment il from the Floodway.

i D, B, b, Sl - ok by, Vi S = Do O Dl + Wiliowrn. v Wit = Ak E_ Sarrn s Paad M Pagmrgn v Ky W
A Pundr, Fascoten Onec’ = Ay Frasidn. Seoveleny s Suman A Dena. Tasus:
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+ Fipure 2 - This figure overlays bormow sites A-1 on the Iatsst jurisdictional waters
determination for the Dallas Floodway. This delineation was submitted on Apel 19,
200% &ndd is cummently under review by USACE Fost Warth Distnet. The figure als
shows the embankment area Z") needed for the Combined Parkway Aliermatives 34
and 3E.

Figure 3 - This ligure similarly shows borrow sites A-T and embankement areas X, ¥
and Z nesded for the Splic Parloway Biverside Allemative 4,

Comment: on Combined Packwavs (Alts 34, 3B): The Combined Parkway embankment totals
5,000 00 cubic yards, exclusive of shrinkapge. (Thiz {2 assemed to be the same for Alte 3B and

3B} The caleulated volume assumes filling the new embankment up to the mad bevel, and
includes additional fill sequined o offsst the road embaskment approximately 24 feel from the
riverside face of the levee to allow for & fulure leves radge. The following table summarizes the

borrow site volumes and the impacts on waters of the U5

A I 20 251 000 5.0
B 26.3 80 319,000 10
C ER) [EXT LADO00 6.7
D 023 14.0 1,856,000 29
__E 14.5 50 324,000 4.5
_F 274 14.0 476,000 29
i =} 153 120 131000 | 4.8
H £ 12.0 116,000 i
1 28.1 140 457,000 0.2

z

: 1520 5 | e —— 17.5 |

Comuents on Split Parkway Riverside (Alt 4); The Split Parkway Riverside embankment wtals

3, T 000 culbric yagde, exclusive af shrinkape, and inchudes a similar 24-foot offset 1o Both eas
and west |evess to allow for 2 futere levee raise, The Follewing table summarizes the bormaw sis

volumes and the impacts on waters of the LS.
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A 210 130 308,000 5.0

B __*%3 130 516,000 10
e T2 15.0 1t K 67
D 2.3 14.0 1.B56,000 29

E 14.% 25100 124,000 4.5

F 274 14.0 476,00 L]

L% 153 - mg.l:l . 233 ,l]{h:}n | 4.8

H B0 W | 116000 0.0

I 28.2 40 | 497,000 0.2

X 600 | Embankment 9.1

T 133 Embankment 0.2

Z 1024 Embankment 78

Figures 4 and 44 show a proposed wetland mitgation ases located betwesn Hampion and
Westmareland Roads and identified as the “Hamgplons Weiland™ in the City of Dallas Balanced
Vision Flan. The site as outlined conains approximately 100 acres of land amma with very litile
existing weilands. Based on the tables above, NTTA proposes io proveds replecement wellands
wilhan this identified area, being 43,5 acres of new construcied wetlands to replace the impacis
of Combined Parkway Altematives 34 nnd 3B, and 45.]1 ocres of new construcied wetlands io

replace the impacis of Split Parkway Riverside Alernalive 4.

The proposed wetland mitigation area will be desipned o provide the same type of functions and
values & exist in the wellands being impacted by the Trinity Parkway. A refined wetland
mitigation plan will be developsd with eoordination, input and resdew by the USACE. NTTA
has also received mequests from US Fish and Wildlife Service and Texas Parks and Wildlide
Depasiment regarding coordination of wetland mingation plans.  Accordingly, these agencies
will e be invited to participate in the development of the mitigation plan,

In sddition ta wetland impects, the proposed bomrow sifes A-[ will result in Joss of iress within
the affected areas. The Trimity River has a namow wocded comdor on bath sides of the main
channe] along most of the Dallas Fleadway reach, From the Elm Fark™West Fork confleence o
Jefferson 51, the cormdor i up 0o 50 fest wide on bath sides of the channel, with ee species
predominantly Cotwenwood of Black Willow and sizes ranging from small saplings w over 20-
mch diameter. Beginning at Jefferson Screer and contmuing downstream o the DART bridge.
the worded comidor is noticeabdy norrower, mastly due 1@ scuwines assocized with the Trinity
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River desiltation project {USACE Project #159300146). The wooded corridor in this area ranpes
up to 30 feet wide, with small Black Willow trees and saplings representing almost all of the
species present. The propased borrow sites A-[ affect 11,500 feet of river hank and are estimated
to impact 11.2 acres of tree cover. NTTA proposes to provide 11.2 acres of trees 10 restore the
tr=es lost due o the boorow sile excavation. Final location of thass replacement tress will be
subpeet 1o coordinanon with USACE and the Ciry of Dallas. Thess locations could be on the
riverzide embankment slopes of the propased Parkweay, or on other apresd locations, such as
within the Hamptons Wetland mitigation area or oo edges of futurs proposed meanders in the
miwer chammel.

The coat to construct the replacement wetlands and plant the tree mitigation areas will be
developed and refined with agency input. At thie point, the wetland and tree mifigation is
prelimunanly estimatsd to cost $50,000.00 an amount which is assumed to be already included
in the mitigation allowanoss ($5 mullion) in the DEIS prefiminary cost estimates

The NTTA proposes o apply For an Individual Section 404 Permul wilizing the NEPASSection
404 Permit Merges with the Drafl and Supplementz] EIS as the 404 Application for the Carps.
The NEPAfSection 404 Permit Merger has been established as official policy for 1,5, DOT,
EPA, and USACE mitiatives to improve the regulation and reduce inefficiencies under Saction
4. NTTA, TsDOT, and FHWA are commitied to expanding interagency coosdination w
lurther streamline the WEPA process.

Finally, your Agnl 20 letter propases a fusther mesting betwesn staffs to discuss te agencies’
comments and concems. We have scheduled & meeting on Wednesday, May L1 at the NTTA
Office with USACE Fort Warth District, FHWA, TxDOT, and EPA <187 in atendance If vou
have any farther questions or comments on this matter, plense do not hesitee tw call me an

2144612021 ar email me an candesson@nila oos,

Chriztopher Anderson
Planming Durector

L= Mz, Andea Wilson, FHWA
Mr, Mike Jansky, EFA
Mr. Dan Perge, TeDOT
Mz, Rebeccs Dugper, City of Dallas
Mr. Frederick W, Addison, [0, 1.0, Locke, Liddell, and Sapp
David Margan, Halff Associates
Engincening
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Loyt dpds Feitih Tl BE Dy iRAon

Texas Division Offics

390 E. 8" Street, Room 026
Q fuslin, Tewas TAT0
LIS Deporimand July 26, 2008
& Fronsporiation
FHII':IW
Seciminisbroticen.
[ Resply Beber To:
HA-TX

Mr. William Fickel, Ir.

Chief, Enwironmental Division
CESWF-EV

Drepariment of ths Army

Forl Worth Dastrict Coms of Enginesrs
PLO, Bax 17300

Fort Worth, Texns 761021

Diear Mr. Fickel:

The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), in cooperaiion with the Texas Department of
Transportation (Tx[HIT), and Marth Tesxas Tollway Authorty (NTTA) approved the Trinity
Parkwsy Draft Environmental [mpact Statersent (DEIS) for circulation on Jasuary 28, 2005,
The: pullic hearing was cosdicted an March 2%, 2005. AL this time Narth Texas Tollway
aulbority (NTTA) is processing and analyzing public and agency comments.

The propesed project would provide for the conatruction of 8 road an & new location along the
Trinity River comidor. The approximarely 10-mile long project would manege serious
congestion near downtown Dallas. Several alternatives were prasented in the DEIS and publse

g Based on the ¢ity"s asd NTTA's recommendstioes, it is anticipated that the intecim
recommended Aliemative 3B - Combined Parioway will be carried dhi into future NEPA
documents. The Alernative 3B would be constrected within the Toodway,

We nlso understand that vour apency will be prepaning a separale DEIS and Plan Formalation
docament for your proposed sctions in the existing Diallas Floodway. [t iz anticipated that aftsr
substanilial intecagency coordination, FHWATxIITNTTA will prepars and publish 5
Supplemental Draft EIS (SCELS) for the Padoasy io incorporate relevant svailable mfermation
from the Floodway DEIS.

Your agency’s involvement should sntail these areas under its jirisdiction and no dirsct writing
or endysis will be neceszary for the document's prepasation. The following are activitias we will
take o mEximize iMeEgEcY coaperation:

= [nvite you to technical and policy coordinstion meetings;
" :ﬂ.:.li.wly participate in your public information meetings, as you will likewise participate
in urs;

DET-85-P005 95:80PM FRMIS12SIeS59a I0: TOLLWAY AUTHIRLITY PREEa1T  R=35%
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Consull with ¥ou en any relevant technical studies that will be required for the peoject; .
Orpandze pomt feld revirws with you;
Provide you with projest information, including study results;
Encourage your agency (o use the above documents (o express your vicws on subjecls
within your jurisdiction ar expertise; nnd

¥ & &

Inchude informaticn m the project envircnmental decuments that cooperaiing agencies need in
arder 1o discharge therr Matiora] Fnviroomental Policy Act (WEPA) resporsibilitics end any
ather requinements regarding jurisdictional appravals, permits, Hoenses, andfor clearsnces,

¥ou have the right o expect that the subsequent NEPA docaments will enable yoe to discharpe
wour jurisdictional responsibilities. Likewise, you kave the obligation go tell us i, at any paist in
the process and in a fimely manner, your needs are nod belag mel. We sxpect that at the end of
the process the subsequent NEFA documents will sstisfy your NEPA requirsmesits including
those related o project alternatives, environmental consequences, and mitigation. Furiber, we
imtesd fo ulilze the subsequent NEPA documents as our declsion makisg document and as the
basis for the permit application to proceed befoee the project s constructsd.

We knek forward 1o your respotse 1o this requess and your rale as & cooperating agescy oa this
project. [Fyou have any questions or would bk to disouss in moes detail the pooject or aur
agenches’ respactive roles and responsibélities during the preparation of theze sabsequent NEPA
docusments, pleass contece Ma, Anita Wilson af (512) 5$36-5951 or Mr. Tom Brascher (512) 536-

SE,
Sincerely,
= L
Salvadar Deocampo
Dristrict Engma:r
"

hr. Tom Broschert, FHW A Texas Division Office
Mie. Disnns Moble, PE., Tx[MIT-ENY

hir. William L. Hale, P.E.,

Kir. Allan Rostter, NTTA

WIFIMN AL\Dzstrict AN Dallns\Dallas\ Trinity A pencyCoopLetier to CofE. 07262005 doc

/= /FC?D/

%
LT . ——

:Ef#‘e‘"gméj
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY DALLAL Soon
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPE OF EMGINEERS
PO, B3 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAL 76102-0300

AERY ER
AFTLHTIDESE

Plansing, Envirenmental, and Begulatory Drvigion

ke, Salvador Deocampa

LL5. Departmeent of Transpart&lian
Fedezal Highway Administrabion
Texas Division Oifice

300 E. 8" Street, Roam 826
Augtin, Texss TET01

Dwsar bir. Disocampa:

| om respording to your reqoest of July 26, 2005 for the 1135, ﬁn‘ujﬂmpa ufE;mrtm-:
Fom Werth District {Cosps) to become 2 cocperating sgency in the preparation of the THedly
Parkeay Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in accordance with Part 1501.6 of CBOQ's NEFA
Implernentabon Regulations, We would be most plessed to do g0, Our jurisdietion and
inwalvement as & conperating agency will focus on the follewing: the Section 404 and Section 10
permit approval process; conaiderstion of approval of all comstnection activithes within the limits
af lbe exisling Federal Dallas Floodway projéact; and de potential elfscis the madway
alematives woubd have on plan ferulation of the Corpe Dallis Floodway siudy, Our
April 13, 2005 Letter oo the Trity Parkway deaft EIS cootaloed detailed comments regarding
each of the shove ilems.

As previcusly indicated in l:n.l'.ﬁ.pnl 13 letier, o Dopartment of the Army Stendard
Individuzal Permil [ikely will be reguizad ficker Section 404 of the Clean Water Act and Seclion
10 of the Rivers and Harboers Act of | B9% fo authonze five of the six rosdway aliematives being
considered. Under Section 404, a permit is required. for any discharge of dredged or £l matesisl
b waters of the United States. Under Section 10, & permit is required for asy wark, ar activity,
in, ar alfesting., navigable walers of e United States.

Members of my Regalaiory Branch hawes besn warking clossly with your staff to delinests
the waters of the United Sitates and on pre-application coordination on the permit approval
requirements i help identify ways to avoid snd minimize adveres impacis bo the aquatic
esvitenment o the maximmam extent prachicable. In this regasd, [ encourags you ta provids 2
much substantive information as practical on the quality and quamtity of sgastic resources that
will be affect=d by the alt=rnatives being corgidersd. Such mformation will materislly sd the
Compe in judging which aliemative would causs the least adverss oversll affieel on te aquatic
epvimoament. Our April 13, 2005 leter containsd galdance on the prepamtion of the draft EIS
relative Do owr respomsibility umder Seclion 404 and Section 10,

OCT -85-2085 20 : SaPH Fop: S 1235030 IO TOLL Y ALITHORITY POEE A2 R=E5R
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Integral to our Section 404 penmit review process is e requinement 10 insare compliancs
with the bydraulic criteria contained in the Traity Rrver and Tritutaries Regional Environmentsl
Impact Statement Becord of Decison (ROD), dated April 29, 1988, Based on our review of the
hydraulic model for Altemative 38, we don't belicve it is complisnt with the aforsmentioned
criteria. Esclosire 1 describes our review of the model and additaral bydralic miti pation
fiztitures that we recommend you incorporabe into the project bo reduce the adverss hydranlic
effects. Wa ask also thas you provide the hydmulic madels for the other alicmatives (34 and 4)
that affect the floodway &5 we can compare hydraulic effects among the allemestives.

All construction within the limits of the Federal Dalls Floodway project will require
appreval by the Ford Waorth District Engineer. This includes, bui is nod limited to, excavation,
sonstruction affectingthe levee, modifcations 1o ke sumps, river crossings, and tes planting,
Please refer to the enclosed Fart Worth District Pamphled Mo, |150-2-1 (Eaclosurs 2} for
guidnce and criteria for tese aclvities. We recommend that this criterion be incarporated indo
your ongedng plarming and described in the ET3 to facilitate and insure these considerptions ase
factored inte the final project design. Firal construction pline snd specifioations will dlso need
1 b subeniited b the Corps far final appeoval of all construction in the floadway,

Wi glen recomemend that a plan be developed snd inchuded in the EIS that describes the
aclrons that should be 1aken immediately priar vo, durmng, and after a mujor Bood evenl. Swch
acirons might emitall consideration of closing the road as water slevations approach the 100-year
elevation, activating 8 fesm to monltos the event, and implsmenting emerpeacy sctions if
damage aceurs to the road, the Doodwalls, or the bevee, 1t is also impoctant that the plan address
cleanup procedures that would be taken Bilowing frod evests or acebdents that might relesse
nils, prease, toxic ar olbser hazardous substances,

W arg commilted bo contiue to wark clogely with your agency, the Worth Texas Tollway
Aunthority, and the Texas Department of Transporiation so that the Trinity Padoway profect is
wall coordinated with our Dallas Flocdway peoject. We also loak forward to our role asa
coaperating agency b0 insure that yous NEPA process will satisfy our WEP A requirements for
Section 404 and Section 10 permitting and flocdway canstruction approval. Please coniec
M. Gene T. Rice, Jr. al (817) B56-1374 or Mr, Mark Harberg at (817) 385-1687, if vou have any
questions regarding our recommendations outlined abave,

Smcersly,
%\IHMFH-ELII;
Chief, Plasmning, Enwi
and Begulaior Division
Enclogures
OCT-05-C005 B2rSeFH PG S1S8I55900 I0: TOLLMAY AUTHORITY PEE I BEG R3Sk
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Sapiemiber 16, 2005
Development of the Proposed Trimfty Parkway Hydraolic Asalysis

1. An updated hydranlic medel for exigting conditions oo the Trinity River and the Dallas
Floodway was completed and is referred to 2 the Revised Existing sodol. This model
revigion wae Limited to the reach of the Trmity River belereen the Bariin Lather King
Blvd bridge and the conflussss of ths Elm Fork and the West Pork Trinity River and waz
& revisian to the previously developed Corndor Development Certificae (CDC) model,
Thee Revised Existing model was mastly developed by A-E using recent survey data,
edditional eroas section locations and wpdated bridge mode! input. The updated bradge
made] mput was provided by the Comea along with periodic reviews (o ensure consistency
wilh the proposed Trinity Parkowsy model. The Fevised Existing mode] wpdate mclodes
thiz following dala:

o Mew |-fool contoar sorvey For both tee Bast and West Levess extending
froen the DART hridge o the Umon Pacilic Ralroad bridge.

b Tew |-foot contour sorvey foc the existing channel with bathymetry
exlemding from the DART bridge to the conflusnce of the Elm Fork and
the West Fork.

¢ Iecludes the 1991 2-food contour survey of the loodplain berween the
channel banks snd leves tos.

d. Includes updated bridge moded inpuat for all brdges in the Doodway on the
oain stem Trinity River.

e [mcledes adding approwimately 200 % more cross section locations than
the CDC moded within the floodway on the main stem Trnbty River.

2. The initial prefemed Trinity Parksray Flan (Alemative 30) was developed along
with a Trinity Paroway Flas hydravlic model, The modal i based on the updated
Revised Bxisting Mydranlic model for the Dallas Floodway. The made] was also
develaped by A-E with review by the Corps io stsurs consistency between the
mwo models. The basic fexhiares of the Tnnity Pardkway mode] are as follows:

&, Inclndes parkosay embankmesnt for & lanes (3 noshbound aod 3
southbound) on the Easl Leves.

b. Includes excavation needed for the parkeay embankment and i loceted
conzeient with plass fog fobaee lakes

;
Ewed.
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c. bncluedes excavation lor 8 relocaled miver channes] and is located coratsbent
with plans for foture lakes, The exigting river chanmel 5 pol Gilled.

d. Encludes moedel apal for the proposed Woedall Rodgers Bridpe.

3. Upon completion of the basic d=velopment of the Parcway Plan and the bydraulic
medel, the A-E subetied ths model bo the Coaps for review, The review wag
comprised of & wamber of checks to engure that the appropriste dsta was used in
the moxlel such that an accurabs compansan poitld be made betwesn the propased
Trinity Parkway mode] and the Bevised Existing moded. The previows (1591)
survey data and the new survey data was checked and found o bave beea
properly integrated. The modlel cross sections were checked and found 1o
consistenily match the sarvey dala. The samber and locations af cross sections
was checked and found 1o be consistent with the Revised Existing model.  The
bridge mode] input provided kry the Corps was checked and found to be comrectly
integrated mis the model. The cross sectional representation of the pasdowsy
embankmeat and excavation was ¢hecloed and found 1o be sdequabely modeled.

4, Upon completion of the Trinity Pakway model peview and munning the models
for computetional stability checks, ths comparison of the Trimty Parkway model
ard the Revised Existing mods] was required to dsdermine if the Trinity Parkway
Plan meets the requirements of the 1988 Record of Decision hydraulic critera.
The Fecord of Decision hydraulic criteria states; (A) Mo deae in the 100-yvear o
SPF water surfsee elevation for the propessd cendition will be allswed, (B) The
pnaxienim allowable loas in the velbey starage capacity |3 0 % for the 100-year
arwl 5 % for the SPF, and (C) Aleration of the foedplain may ool creste or
imereass an etosive waler velocity an or off gite. The 1988 ROD does not provide
a detiled descovption of how the percent boss of valley storage is b0 be compated.
However, since the ROT eriteris is essentially the same a5 the hydraulic critena
far evaluation of & project subject o the Comidar Developsent Contificae
process, the methed of compuaring the allowables valley storage lasses stated in the
Carridor Development Cartificats Manugl - 3™ Edition is wsed, The manual smtes
Mwmiﬂvﬂtﬂ}' slords o5 compabed with raspact to the emount of
valley storage ongmally aveilabie in the proposed project tract. 'Funhn:p'u:pom
of computing the percentage of valley starage boss for the Trinity Parowsy
project, the “propossd project tmet™ is assumed o be the entire foadway width
T thee downammeam limice of the Trnity Paskway project mear the Mastin Listher
King Blwd bridgs to the comilwencs af the Bagl Fock and the West Fore This
assumplion is congidered valid because the project could potentially slier any of
the lamd area hetween the bevees within this river resch.

5. The initial plan for the Trinity Packway completed by the A-E amd the hydrasls
made] of the plan was submitted to the Corps for review. The model was ussd by
the Corps i compans the hypdraulic performancs of the plan with the Revised
Existing model The results ol the sompanson indicated that the ROD criteria fos
the water surface elevations and flow velocities were met bat the valley storags
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criteria wis not med for sither the 1080-year or SPF flood events. The valley
starage loss resulting from the lower watcr surface profile for the 1 00-year was
computed as 1,736 sere-feet or 4.9 % of the mﬁnm—pmyﬂ walley slofage within
the project reach as described above. The valley siomgs Inss for the 5PF was
copputed as 3,433 acre-feet or 5.8 % of ths without-project valley storage. Thess
values ars aciually urderestimated since this valley storugs computeticn only
considered the reach Bom the downstream limit of the project upstneam o the
conflusnce of the Elm Fork and the Wesl Farke The water surface profile
upstream of the conflusnce on the Blm Fark and the YWt Fack was achaally
slightly loaver for both flacd events comparsd Lo the sxisting comlitien and would
b considered sdditional valley storage loss bual wias mal included in this
compatation.

£ Fallowing this analysis the Corps perforsed further hydraulie analyais in an
attempt o reduce ar eliminabe the hydrashc advenss impacts resulling am the
mmlymutuhiﬁnﬂjpw The resnlt of this analyeis indicates
that the adverse hydmulic and hydmlogic impacts can be reascnably minimized
with somms modifications io the mitial plan and are descrbed below. These
eodifications result in the reduction of the valley storage loss for the 100-yesr w
145 acre-fiet of 004 % of the without-praject valley storape apd reduetion of the
valley stornge boss for the SPF 1o 531 acre-feet or 009 %.  There 15 oo change o
the water sarface profile opstream of the confluence for aither the 1 —year or
the SPF flond svents, ther=fore, there is no additions] walley storage loss upstreaum
of the conflusnce resulting from the project.  There is no rise in the SPE water
surface profile and ne rise in the | 30-year water surface profile upstream of the
confleenes of the Bast Pork and the W est Fork resulting from the projest,
Herweves, there ie a rise in the 100-year water surface prodile within the project
rsach (n the Dallss Flosdway ranging op io 5 meximen of 0,30 feet.

In conclusion, the modzficalions 4o the imitial plan have reduced significantly the cverall
impacts of the project both upstream and dowmstream of the project, However, the
criteria sel farth in the ROD, has oot been fally met by these modifications, Specifically,
the limaln of no nge in the 100-vesr water sarfce prafile has been excesded by a
v of .30 fieet ard the lmit of 0 % valley storape boss hae nod been met baving
been computed 25 145 acre-feet ar 0.4 % The impacts of the fdse in the 100-year water
sarface profile is limited to the reack within the Dzllas Floodwey brvees oo the msin stem
Trimity River and would not hnnrpac.udmmumin:mmdﬁ:ltnfﬂmddpmuu
becruss of the existing levess having a protection level musch higher than the 100-yesr
lewel, The impacis of the valley etorape loss for the 100-vesr will be primanily
dewnslresn of the project by increasing slighily the pesk discharge for this Aood event
&nd podentinlly increasing flood levels downstream, Thers is aleo 8 valbey storsgs loss
remaining for the SEF event with the modificstions bo the isital plan bat e ROD
critena hak been mel hacante the SPF valley loss of 531 acre-feet ar 0.9 % is within the
pllowable 5 % of the without-project valley sinrags of the “propesed project rect™.
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A Turther snalysis was completed to detormine the mmpacts of te valley storags losses
remainmg with the project modifeatiens, The results of the analysis was that the peak
dischargss for the 100-year and the 3PF events were raisad slighily downstream of the
project but the corresponding, increase i the water surface profile downstream for either
everd was no greater than (001 feet at any location,

The propossd madifications 1o the initial Trnity Padtoway project that have beeo
identified in thie analysis sre summarized with both excavation changes and vegedation
changes:

Excavation {hanges

3. Execavntion to widsn the existing chanmed fom Biver stalion 1096470 o 1 L0005
15 elimmdmsted from the iritial plan.

b. Widsaning of the lake excavation is added down io elevation 390.0 on te west
side from River Station 1 122463 1o 1138+00,

¢ Excavation for propossd future wetlnds om the ledt overbank is added down i
elevation 4040 from Biver Station 136721 to 1402+72

d. Excavalion lor propossd finere wetlanda on the right overbank is added down o
elevation 4040 from River Station 1373474 w 1420+
Nepeiation Changes

a Dense vegstation bs sdded with & design Menning's roughness ecoeificdent of
0150 on thee Left and right overbanks from River Statien 1157464 to1244-+34.

b, Vegelabion is sdded with a dedipn reupghness coeffieient of 0.0E5 an the night and
lefl ovarbanks from River Slation 12448+34 to 124730,

c. Vegetalion is added with & design roughness coefficient of 0.065 on the rght
overhank oy from River Station 1247430 m 1253+80,

d. Vegslaton is sdded with a design roughness coalficienl of 0.0E5 added on the
right everbank cnly fram River Station 1254487 o [26£:29
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DEFAETHMENT OF THE ARMY SWFF 1150-2-1
0.5 Army Corps of Enginetrs, Fert Worth District
P.0). Box [T300
Fort Werth, Texss T6L01-0340

Farmphoet
Mo 1150-21 30 Dicieker 1003

Lacal Cooperalien
CRITERIA FOR COMSTRICTHON WITHIN THE LIMITS
OF EXISTING FEDERAL FLOOH PROTECTHN PROIECTS

L. Famphlet Furpase. This pamphiet provides guidance to individuals, developers, amhitect-enginzering
firms, local progect sponsors, and lodal povenmenal agemeies [or the construction of new Bolises or the
modification of existing facilfties within the limit of an sosting Fedenal food proteciion project comanched
by e LS. Army Coms of Engincess, Fort Wenth Disties (CESWF) and for which locsl prjest ipomanrs
andior local povernmentsl apsnesss hvee the respandihbilides for operaion end maintenance. The CESWF, in
moinechance with Tide 33 CFR, Szotion 30E.10, eetains the right of review and spproval on all propesed
improvements wdtor modificstions that are passed ower, amder, o thregh the walls, beeoer, impooved
channels, or floodways of such pojects. The paidesce comainsd in Cdy paemiphilet kpplisd i the sctivities
demribed bensin in moil e however CESWT reserves dhe right to reoorsider this guidance arf any time
dise iy unknown of udbressen ciroumsiinces, lechnelogical sdvances, additionsl mformabon, ic.

& Applicability, This pamphler spplees 1o pll Faderal ficod protection projects comstucted by CESWE,
and for wiich o lener of assumnce agresing oo the operation and mainterance of the Good profection preject
hias been fumished CESWEF by the prodect’s ol spoesar,

3. Project Purpose. A& Federal flood coniral projert i designed o safely carry foodwater within the
projet aed throagh o developed ares. As muoh, any proposed devalopments within the project must kesp the
sade pasmage of floodwater as the Grst priority. The relies of e CESWT s the pooject local sponsor are f
maintaam b inbegrity of the project while preventing negitive inpaces o the pisdsage of the project design
fMeod  The CESWF will mot allew the safety of the project to be comgromised or the required design
camying capecity of e projoc! mduced.

4 Genirs] Oritéris Tor Casgiruidion Widhis a Flosdway.

o A3 ealy as possible during the planning prooess, dsoms prefiminary proposels wish de CESWF
and the lozal sponsor to awvoid major mevisions or project delay. The loaal sponsor mey maks sy
requizements. of thit Pamphled moed sigingent thin Thede cosilained héstin. Conospt peoposals may be
submifed for feview. Submil the jroposed eonsireclion statey dacs and tie detkiled projes) mul:ru-l;ﬁm
schedule, inchading sequence of consrructien prior o inibation of work.

b. Congiruction may mol slart uekil fingd written coabrec! driwings and plans have been mviswed wed
approned in wriling by koth the CESWT sad the lecal spamiar,

& Fusnish fve (5] seth of plisg and specficalion: fr the propeasd vk 1o e CESWF, Oparsions
Diiwision, ATTH: CESWF-00-M, wia the locad sporsor sulificiently in sdvance of proposed comstriction o
allew adegaiie time for review ond approvel. A visinicy map shall ke imzluded s the plims showing the
right=of-way boundaries of & flood profection penjeat with specific leves 108 and channel sloge limits in the:
partion of the project baing cmssed, I epplicabla.

Thi puerphled iipcrickes SWEF 1130-2-1 daad 15 Oceber 1005,

FAfEL 2
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d. If Boring. jackieg. or tuooeling operations are plareed; defailed desiges, elenlibors, aed
construstion prosedess musl be provided for review.  Ses subrequend paragraphs for additionl details and
requined procedures.

2. Practice sppeoved constiuclion metods and hesl minigement praclices fo mindnize sroshen at the
constraction sie. Al work shall be perftvmed is such a manner a8 1o be a envimomesially friesdly o
pomaicls.  This includer meking every edfon bo reduce the wribldiny ef the wer o1 te site, ssch & by
limiling the amown! of Gme comstruction equipmen is in the waler. A siom water polltion prevention plan
(SWPPF) mun he included in the final project submistal.

f. When conssruczion work s & progness in a peoject baeared dowsstream of a Federal dam, & requsst
{eom B contracior for changes in reguiated relzases will be consldered an individusl cases only. Mormally,
wepulaied relcisss froen upsiream lakes for evacustion of foodwalers, walsr sepply, mcreation, or oder
prapessl candiderad 0o ke in the beyl intorest of the public will bave Grst cossideration. A Beod eva could
oCLur g any time dering cosstruemion balivites and eould aifee e activities.

£ Comitrclion eqyipment, spoil mateisl, sopplies, forms, buildings for iespectors, late, or equipment
and supply swoesge buildings, e, shall not be placed or stored & the floccway dunsg cosstniction activites.
Aty ilem thar may be wasspored by fleod fows shall not ke stored within the prajst.  Locations of
consirection railers and siockpile preas shaldl be feluded on pesjeel plars and spproved by the CESWF and
the leeal spamser,

B In addition to cdher requirements set feth (n ki Pemghles, pemits may be required mder Section
10 el Bection 404 for the dusired work. These permit requine o minisem of 99 days &0 process, It s
remmmmdﬁlHlllcnl'ﬂldMﬁmWFFmHMthuhiHuudhm:uﬂfm;mm
prevent delyys.

I Repadr oF peplace any mainbemancs and operaticn roads disturbed during constrection o 2 candhich
equal by oo betier can thelr condition befone construction. AR mads must be inspected by the local sponss:
prinr o omplstion of te project

i Compact & £l sod backfill in 6-inch [ifts as specified in Job specificafions epproves by the
CESWF. Compaction shall ke to 82 leas 95 percrot of modified density as specified i ASTM 0-1557. Al
buckfill shall consisd of impervious messrials. Ressisblioh vegeition to Hs eelgined csndilion or beter.
Femove all exesis suilorial fom the limits of the floodeay.

k. Prowide scour proseotion consisting ol sriculsting revetment sysizm pretection capable of belng re-
egetaled al the owtfall of silling basin deigned acconding 8 the issuing jo? webceity, I approved by the
liézl spninr, riprp, gabions, or concrete paving sy be subefilned for the revsmments.

L The crown or erest of #w lrves referred i in this pamphier Is the eriginal or desigs levee cren
elevation. This may or may not be the same 3 the marm levee orest elevation. Al modifications shall be
bigzsd an the higher of e two slevatlons.

m. Lpson request, e CESWF Hydrology ead Hydraulics Sestion may provids applieable kydraulic
modeds o be used for design

n. Any permanent dissurbance of existing recreation faclities must be sdiipaed,

0. Sump sreas sfpacent to federel peojects ane considered an itagral pert of o fiederal project end any
madifieztions In them will be reviewsd and approved in accosdancs with this Pamphle:

EWFF L150-2-1 r
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5 Crossing Over Existing Levees Al Grade,
& The local eponsor ey decide 1o mot allow any proposed cossing over ecisting levess at prade
b, Wiz excavition or notching will be performed into or on the leves, ar within the leves tamplae.

o Strip topsail from the levee sad place the line o sl nver the levee templace shopes an grack.  This
will require rather abropd Ting grade chisgen ot the levee crest Cover the new Gse by placisg new (il
unifizemby on the sloges and top of the leves o slope away from the line and parallel o te longmsdinal ks
of the laver. Frovide a minimsm of 2 feet of cover over the new line. The slope of the fill shell ke § vertoa!
un 20 herizosal or flamer. Replece the lopscil, reestablish grass on sl d@turbed aress, and restore any
rosdways.

d AN valves locaiad within 13 fiset of either sids of the projected tos of the lewes shall be provided
i & endicrens b enclosere with & menhole type cover. Valve Boxer |ncated within the Boodwey shall be
underground and fesh with e serfice 17 the valee Box b placed bs the lewes tret, the bollom of the
excavation shall be ned [gwer Ban ene fool esave the dasign water surfaoe sbevation. Fill shafl be wnifermly
placed eo alope away from the op of Se vabve box. If possible all valves shall be placed an the leadside of
levees & snidovum of 15 feet from the pmjecsd leves o

o Proede waler-light esled msshalbe covers for all masholes within the floodway having 1o below
dhisign waler jirfiece elevation. Fastes machole cowers to the manbole stroctores.

6. Creeming Usder Levees with Opan Excavadion.

& Provide o eemponary fing leves (cofferdam) on the rivenside of the existing leves ot the lacation af
the suhject crossing 1o the sams fop elevation ax the sxidisg leves. Thiz ring lrvee shall have a minisem
pread width of 10 feel and sdes slopes of 1 vertical on 1 borizostal of Nater. Construct e leves of
imperviouk sralesals woseding o the provisions spaoified i Pargmph 4).

b. When the mmponry ring lewe is comphels, excavile tirdigh the xisting leves using one vertical
an three horizontal e slopes. The woe of the beves and ring leves shall be & minimum of 50 fest (mearared
hasripomtal by} from the op sdge of the exoavation. .

. Genevelly, sources for bormow materisls shel pot be located within e |imits of the foodway
right-ofwayy, [= sldition, dependfing on the typa of soil sad whelher or a0l perricus malerialy or unstable
materialy exist in the foundation of the existng leves, i may be desirable to Gmit the depih of excavalion or
specify 1 minimasm distance from the land-side foe of the leven.  All excavwied slopes shall be jeopesiy
designed and e drawrgs acaled by & registensd profesdionil enginser,

d. Afler the line has been placed, the open excavation will be compactsd s scooedince with Pacagraph
4j. When bazkflll opemtions are compdmied, the entirs foondetion eren to be cocupied by S repincad leves
fill shall e scorified, plowed, andior hamowed 1o & depth of 6 inches, end then compaoisd by s leea LA
complets passes. of the lamping rlker or 95 parcent medillied dematy, whichsver s mers rigomus

& Accommplish leves replaczment by placing fill in 5-inch lifs end compesting by mot less than sight

jpasses of & tamping roller or at least 93 percent modified density. After compaction, fhe meisture

comtermi shall be within the bmits of 3} perceniage points abowe opfimam fo 2 percentuge point: below
optimum moistire content

SRR 1 ¥
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f Deterswine the ii-place modhee coaen md dessity of the levea fill an a fregeency of sboar ome
sample for each 1500 cubic yands of hackfill placed In the leves.

g, 'When the breached leves has been reconswucted o its original grade, remove the sempooany ring
fevee and dreis and wel the surface areas of the plupged ssction.

h. Provide water-tight sealed manfels covers Tor all manhales within the Nosd protcetion project
baviag tops below design water Farface clevatfien. Fasten manbole covess o the mashole structures.

. For pipelipes, Fsall o posidve cet-off strocture to preverd water from the rverside Bowing
theoegh ihe pipeline o dhe landside. [f located oo the riverside of & leves, entend the cul-odT siructum o the
Bevae crown elevation by bridge, This streclune il be seosdible no mansr what Moed condtiis mey s,
The oiosure device musd be operationl by hwﬂ'.'fmﬂﬁ'-

j. Provide gmviry storm dreins disoharging inbe the foodway with automage Map guis(s) of the
liicharge end of the line and energy dissipaters. &= requined.  The gwner et loal spensor, &= per writien
agreamant, shall be responsikle for ingpection and messlerance o enne proper openition of the fap gaies.

k. e monolithlc condoits or conduits with waier-tight jointz under the brvee and brves tamplate.

7. Creasing Under Levess with Beriag or Jacking of Slosves. The sequence of work shall be & fllows

& Precavane the boring snd Jacking pit (must be on the land ride cutside the projected tos of the levee
templire sioge).

b, Beome and jack the dleeve o & pain beyond the projected riverside toe of the levee template ilope,

. 1fshe differences im the diameters of the bore and dleeve excesds 3 imches, the annalar tpace chall be
pressure grouled with Benlonite dlurry.

d. Plece the produci line in the sleave.
i Pressure geoul te product line in sleeve with bessonite slurry.

£ Excavaw the pit om the riverside and constrect 8 mashole with gate valve placed om inside face of
mankecde away Fom channed, Tie line from sleeve ender levee ints manksds with gale vahe.

g. Tie line from slesve onder kevee into 2 manhods o landside.

h. Durimg work on ilem & thioigh b, & plag will Be regqeed 1o be placed and brased a1 the cpen 2nd
of the skeeve and pipe lecated in the jecking plt 22 the close of worlc each day, This plag et remain in
jlace et Se gate vaive is smalled and connections made oo exsars profection from fooding froe the river.
8. Horizesial Directiensl Drilling Under Lavees and Channels.

a Detailed contractual drawings, plass, procedure, and engincering ealoulafions thall be provided ne
CESWF for review, These mus! include all #e reqomesents of Faragraph £ sbovs and the fllowing
wdditinnal inems:

(13 Drmide dismesier of the final bore boke sand outside dizseter of e prodect coieg,

EWER 113021 4
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{2 Dhatailed description of constroction amd horizontal bering methods oa be uilod

(3¢ IF the difference in the dismeters of the final bore and prodect casing excoeds 3 inches,
provide the sethod of pressiire geowting the annular space betwesn the outside of the product caxing and the
inride of the bore o prevent sezpage under the beves template dwing maxinom river stages

4} A profile T the peoposad line showisg alignment (imcluding location of the dwver and
baymas).

3] Laealion ol entry and cxil paints, lacafion, sievetions md proposed clearamees for all ulilite
oasE Ifgs and SaUCTEes

{6} Pight-of-wey Bmas, property, and other utility right-cfosmy or casemess linz

(7 Depth undes the base of the beves, dopl of the livs under the rver charnel, and locnion of
oty ends of the siriag. I the peoposed depth of the aring dinesily below e base of ihe leves is b tan 30
fizei, then detmiled engineering maloulations sealed by @ registered prodessionsl enpineer shall be provwided for
review. These calculbtioes must show & mindmes LS facior of safery agelssr Wpdre-fracthuring io be
accepible.

b, Develop and provide a quality control plan for the project then inzisdes e mazimum allowahls
chilling pretsure, gape cilibratisn method, end respansikility for pssuring thet e peessurne 15 nel excesded.

c. The mirimum cleamsce disnce fmm ihe top of the pipe ssetsnment 5 the ariginal design rives
Ibotiom edevation shall be ¥ feet. Should the existing channed botom slevation be loveer than original design
grade, the pew [ine shall bs the discessed depth below the existing botom slevarion.

d. Develop and provide & quality contral plan for the prejest that inchdes e mazimons alloewble
drilling pretsors, gage calibration methed, and specific meponsibitity for assosing that e presmae is ool
moceeded. During e drilling peoces, the peessire in the bomboles must be moniored & eneeee thet Se
operatione] driling pressures remos within the sade limits 0 peevent soil fractering. The oame of Ge prty
réapatails for memitoring e work must be specitizd.

4. Bridges Crassing Levess.

3. The battom of low stesd of the bridgs shall be above the deslpn crest clevafion of the levee. Mo
naching it de levee will be allowed,

b All beals should be located b0 meindmize ihe number of beit: leated within the smplaiz of the
leree, Diivieg of piles within the templale of the beves will not be allowsd. Beats al thess locationes shookd
only be desipred as drilled pien

. Bndges will not be located whese their constrection will Meck mainbmarce acoess soads presently
tocated] within the flecdway.

d. All sioms water runoff ffom bridgs decks most be piped o grade o prevent erosion within the
Maodwiy.

e Re-vegenoed mi type slope profection must be provided from the top of the leves t e Aoodway
otiom under the shadowline of the beidge.

SWFF 1158-1-] 5
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[ The bridge must be designed po seisisies the number of pler bents, IF the new bridge is within 500
fieed of za edisting bridge the new pier berls mus b in alignment with the adjacent bridpe.

0. Buréed Limes Paraliel fo Levess and Cheanel.

& Beried Hees parallel with o beves (either om the river side or land side} wdll not be alioveed whiese da:
buried lines final bocaison will be within the extended femplate of the levee. For exemple, o line buried 5 foe
deng st bl least |5 Fret ey from the e ofd levee with & | vertical on ¥ borizontal slope.

b Sumps, ditches, swales, or cther project feaiures orossed by the buried line shsll be restmned 1o their
pre consinociion conditioa.

. Burisd finea parallel with the channel bank must be af ieast 35 feet from the projected river channel
slips lemplals

d. Wher a turisd line crosaes & discharge channed, place the liee on plen wizh the plar aligeed 5o 52
to provide minimal obstrection to flow in the dischargs channel and designed so as to caich minimal debris.
The prefered aliemative wollkd be o plice the line usder the dischasge channgd and encase it wiih concraie.
Entend the emcasement & aninimum of 3 feet bayond the opof the chanmel side slopes,

1. Bheer amd Chinnel Crossing Criteria,

2 Crogsings Under Rivers ead Chasnels by Open Excavation:

{13 Bury the Fne & minimusn of T faet Belw the criginal design river bofioon slevedon. Should
the euisting channe| bofiom elsvadon be bower tham oniginal design grade, 1he sew line shall be the discussed
depth belew the exiding boflom elevation.

(2] Sufficienily anchor or encese the line w0 prevers floamtion,

(3] Backfll the meavation wilk material similar bo thal sxcavated. [ soll b encivated, backll
with cosnpacted imperviows 1) saterisl and il eock i eocavaned, ekl with concretn.

{41 Mo sofferdam fill type crossings shall be alicvwed i water greater @an six (5} Feel in depth,
and will thes anly be allowsd iT peotechaical snd struchol desgas prove that sheet pllsg weuld nat bs &
vinhle mEthod,

b Crossings Orer Bivers and Charmels.

{1} Frovide & minimum freckoard betwesn the low paint of the crossing and the design wter
warface ebeyvation of three feet o n the p af ery |evee, whichever i higher

{21 The obstruction cansed by the supporting bridge and s plers séall sor sipsaficantly redoce
the camying cagcity of the floodwsy. Mo longitudinel erosz bracing willl be used.

{3} Submit fral phans and hydmalic mmputations to indicate that the propossd feojes would
ot peduce the Tloodusy capacty,

() Projects crossing mavigahle waterways (Tireicy River dovwngtream from Biverside Diive in
Port Worth, Texas) shell require & United Sietes Copst Goard pemit Cleamnecs and pequirements shall be
as direcied by fhe Coest Guard.

SWFP 11E0-2-1 [
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12 BHeadway or Ralroad Crossings.

a, The ke gieel of a brldge shall have an elzvetion not lower than the crown of the leves or top of
ke g 1 fieet abave e deaipn water surfoce, whichewer & higher. Comtact CEEWF for the curvent design
waler gurfice ar e estion of the propxed madway cmossing.  Additional clearances shall be reqoived for
Mimead e gved navi galds walsrways.

b Sebmit firal plans and hydraulic competadion: w indicate tie proposed poadway o bridge weuld
mol reduce Mows or projest capacity. Projecs will not be approved that reduce the cumying capeeity of the
el

£. Anv madwey over @ navigable walerssy will regjeire @ peraiil freimn the Usited 5tides Copst Gusrd,

d. See Paragraph 9 for special sequiremesss Tor crossing levees.

. Hold remporary roadway il 1o & misimum o prevent scresing e witer serice slevalion shoold
a flood ooowr during the corfrection perigd, Constret all laRpordy mmrgs fof |éviey poing in a
doramstream dinsctazn, Thin will prevent fievws from being derecied into the fhze of fee lewess,

13, Headwull, Chutes, Gate Vahes, Flap {Antematic) Gabes, sic.

. Insiull hesdwell, gace valve structures, flap (patomadic] gates, and other types of outfall strecheres in
swch 4 manrer do prevent obstruciion of Dow or creatios ol icolring condition: within the progect.  All
bepdwalls must traneilion wilh the dlape wd fow dischiege polms misa b e an sleeaisa equl o the
badem of the glope or ot the noemal water jurfane, Chutes will not be aliowed unlers Sey ee the anly viahle
aillermieLive,

b &l strectunes shall be installed in dach 4 misner s as lo sol dele mainlmance problems.

14. Pomp Discharge Pipelines Over Levees,

& The (nvert of e discharpe shall be ab the toz of the potctve wodks (leves) asd shall be
Tregvented ot the highesi poinl. For very large lines dewizlion from this criterie may be congldarsd, bt
under no condition thall excavation be permitied into e leves.  Ses Pampragh 5 for cequirements for
cressing over  leves on grade.

b Flip {munomarnc) geies e mot raquired on fhe eacfall of the discharge Lines.

13, Electrical mad Telephone Crigerin for Orvarkesd Wirs Cromings,

g The locsl sponsor may reqoire dipsclional besing ander the levee i opposed o an overkesd
Crossing,

b Mo sructune (poles of otheraiie] shall be [oeated eleqer than 15 Feed from the tos of any leven

c, e giructure (peles or otherwise) shell be leaied eloser Ban 15 feet (vomt the 1np of any chanmel
slope.

d. Provide 2 minimum vedical clearance of ZE fest between the cown of the bevee and the low wire @
the knw point of the wire ol the leves crossing compeisd wedee the mest adverse condilions (fesperanire,
wind, liad, ee. ),

EWFP V150-2-1 T
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&. Pronvide a minimaum wertical dlearance of 28 fiost between the natural groosd and the low swirs ot e
lote point of the | o the aeea of the project channel, or thee feot sbave ibe prjest design water sirface
leved, whichewer is higher. (Chak Elecrical Code for minimum deamnce of high wolmpe kees.)

[ Lesite guy wires sl anchors in such a mannes that they do nat inlerfers with the aperatisn asdder
mamsenance of the channe, levees, or selited sirgctures. Bs anchare may be placed on the levee.

L Low Diams or Diversioe of Flows.

& Submit plans, hydreadic and structersl computalions, and specifieations for low San or other
ohatruclion: for review and corrments prier Do the constniction of any type dam struccere in a projes anss
These plans will be reviswed o detemise i7adverie Mpdraulic or sFicuml eflects would coour witids the
praject &5 a result of the poposed constrocticn. Frior to am exiznsive engineering study for sny type of water
barrier in a project; the CESWF s the bocal sponser will noview the comoept plan, propesed lecilion, and
[rurjrgee

b Driversios of Bews inhy or out of a project 2rea skall be reviewed 55 o passible adverse hydraolio o
strasarnd ellecly

17, Process lor Absndosing Existisg Fipeline.

b Reguests o abanden exinting buried pipcnes within a pmject shall be submitted in writing &0
CESWE s i bocal sporsce. Mo barled line within a flaodway iy be dhandonnd witheet the review and
approval of CES'WT and the local sponsor.

b Ak s misses, the portion of the akandonsd pipsline under & levee shall be completely fillled with
COBCIENE Of grout be prevest secpage fheough the etundoaed lae during Nood conditions.

¢ Abandoacd buvied pipelines that me koosted ca floodway propeny, Bt are nod locsbed onder a
levee shall B plugged ot ssch end with eancse or gros,

d Aoy structures associzted with abandomed bured plpelines, for example, manholes, shall be
feqmdwed and the resulling hole Glled sod compacted in sooordance with the provisicns i pasagraph 4]

e Above-ground ahaadoned pipelines shall be removed from Boodway riphsofowey, istludag any
assncigied structures.

15 Conitredtios of Recretion Facilities. Ssbeit plans bz the CEEWF far review sl appmval oo any
proposed recreation type faciliies in be consirusied in an exisling or spproved Federal project arss. Each
plan shall inclede hydraulc compuistions med will be reviewed foe individal and cumulstive sffeen e
delermine if the propersd consireclion would produce sdverse eifects on sa existing or approved project
ares.  IF adwerss effects om the canying capecily of fhe project are delermined, the project will be
demappenved. The local spensor may consiruet minse recswlion improvements &5 cesded 50 losg i final as-
fbagilt plans are provided bo CESWE.

19. Flantimg of Trees Within o Flordnay.

a The purpess of o Federl food provection project is o carry Aecdwater Beough an wrban area
Anpibing in the Aeodwny that restricts flow or can catch foating debels will peduce the amying cogacity
Eedavw il design limits and will not be allowsd. The local sporaor b dirested 1o remove all ress o the

SWFP 115020 L]
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levest or sdjacent in the channel pnd alzo & memy other trecs and cbefructions within e Goodway as
remonably poitls.

b. Planting of trees on the besms will not be allewed sor appraved.

©. Manding of additiosal irosd within exliting flood protection projects or adjacent 1o chasnel i5 ool
encoursged and will be evalunied oaly on & cose-by-case basis.  Cmly trees with deep-type root systems and
hiph csanpics may be plasted in selected arcas of mwisting flood protection projects. The plantmgs shall be a
minimum of 50 fist sway from the tos of the leves or the top of e ciarnel back. Tress may be phoed no
clemer than at an average spacing of L0 feef, conterin-genter. Pruns ot ta permil mawing meredistely
pdjacont with tractar lypeé mowess, Mo bushk or vine fype plants will be peemiited. Minimum application of
prounsd enver plants e slope protectica will be allowed, subject to approvel by the local sponsee.

d. Submif a coordimated planting phes with bydraulle compatation Tor review smd approval, Tha plan
must alin shos all exinting trees withie 1000 et of the proposed now e,

CESWF-BCAMF
CARDL I SHEAD
Publizalion: Comn:l Officer
DISTRIBLITION:
SWFP L 150-2-1 9
OET-26-7R05 ATeEPH PR EIEETESE5 IO TOLLEAT ALUTHIRLITY PEEEELG R0
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P. 0. BOX 17300

FORT ““ﬂﬁ' i'Es:m Gl 0300

RiFur 10
afirmnian of

Flanming, Environmental, and Begulatory Division

M. Salvadar ]'.'Inn-nlmpl;r

L5, Departrent of Transpartaiion

Federal Highway Administration, Texas Division Office
300 E. & Street, Room 826

Augting, Texas TETO1

Dear br. Deacampao:

[ am writing in responss Lo your request thel the U 5. Ammy Corps of Engineers
(Corps), 25 a conperating agsncy, sxplain why we continue to recommend preparation of
a supplement to the draft Trinity Parkway Brvironmental Inpact Statement (EIS) dated
February 205, As you may recall, this approsch was mutanlly agreed to at the May 11,
2005 imteragency mesting. The primary reasons we believe this approach remains
DECEsSArY are;

1) The draft EIS did not discuss the allermatives” performance regarding the
hydrawlic criteria sef forth in the Trinity River and Tribotarics Regional ELS
Recard of Decision, daled Apnl 29, 1988,

2} There was no discussion in the draft EIS that address the Cospe eriterta for
canstruction within the limils of an extsting Federal flood protection project and
hiow the alternstives would meet these criteria, All proposed work within &
Faderal floadway is revdewred in aceordancs with the pravigions of 313 CFR,
Section 208, 10, pertnining to work in Federnlly constrocted kpcal flocd protection
progects and Pamphlet Mo, 1150-2-1, Crtesia for Constmction Witkdn the Lismbis
of Bxisting Federal Flood Protection Projects. For a project in he approved by the
Clorpes, it muet be determined that any propesed work would mot sdverssly affect
the opermabion and maintenance of (ke Dallas Flosdway and will comply with the
provisions of 33 CFR and the guidelines in Pamphlet Mo, [ 150-2-1.

i) The draft EIS did not provide a preliminary determination of complianee with the
Clean Water Act Sechion 404(0)(1) Guidalmes fior public review.

4} The draft EIS treated the Dallas Floodway Extension Project s a “joint

development™ project, which it is not. This resules in incomect assumption
regarding benefits and costs to the Trinity Parkway project,
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5) The Cumalstive Impacts Analyee b= insdequate because il does not qusmtify
impects of reasonably foresseable projects and instead relies on conclusory
staternents rather than documenting effects o the enviranment.

i) The drafi EIS did net outline 2 "Flood Conlingency Flan™ that shouald be
subsequently devaloped to describe emergency actions that would be taken when
a major flocd event threatens the roadway. ’

A3 moted inoour Seplember 21, 2005 letter to your agency, we have two decisdons to
mike in respacl to the Trinity Padoway praoject. They are: whelber or not lo aothorize the
project under Section 404 of the Clesn Water Act snd Section 10 of the River and Hashor
Auct and whether or nol o approve consirscion wilhin the Hmils of an existing Pedera]
floed profection praject. Furthermore, prior to authorization of construction of any
fegnares in of affecting the Dallas Floodway, we must ascertain that the activity would
not undualy nterfere with the Carps’ or City of Diallas” ability to restors or imgprove the
floed damage reduction capability of the existing Federal project. It I8 our intent 1o adapt
your final EIS a5 a basis for these decisions providad it meets our WEPA regulations and
poelicies. This is consistent with recent initistives to “sireamling” the NEPA process ard
redises redusdancy and paperwork. For the Corpe Lo do so, wa belisve a supplement to
IhuDElEnaudslnheprq:ﬂmdlhltl.:kl'm:ﬂ.lheuhuui;m:;.}dﬁ:puhljcin]ﬂhnlﬂd
an opporiumity b review and comment on the document.

We lock forwand to discussions on how we can be of assistance in the preparation of
the supplement. Please comact Mr, Gene T. Rice, Je. (817-886-1374) o schedale
additional discugsion on thess important issoes.

Sinocerely,
hael J, M PE
Dhpisty Englaser
Copios Fumished:
b5 Amnita Wikson, FHW A

Mir. Mike Jemsky, EPA
br. Greg Ajamian, City of Dallas
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRIGT, COAPS OF ENGINEERS
P. 0. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH. TEXAS 76102.0300

AEPLY 19

ATTERIIGM oF June 19, 2006

Planning, Environmental, and Regulatory Division
Regulatory Branch

SUBJECT: Project Number 200000308

Mr. Dravid Morgan

Vice President

Halif Associates, Inc,

8616 Morthwest Plazs Dnive
Dallas, Texas 75225

Drear Mre. Morgan:

This is in reference to your correspondence of September 22, 2004, and follow-up
stihmuitials. requesting a U8, Ammy Corps of Engineers (USACE) jurisdictional determination for
the proposed Trinity Parkway and several other proposed projects by the North Texas Toliway
Authority and the city of Dallas that would be located within and around the Trinity River
Floodway in the city of Dallas, Dallas County, Texas. Information that you provided to us
included a report in a letter dated May 12, 2006, Re: USACE Project #200000308 - Proposed
Jurisdictional Determination for the Dallas Floodway and NTTA Trinity Parkway, Dallas Texas,
with enclesures, from Mr. Danny Griffith, HalfT Associates, to Ms. Jessica Napier, Regulatory
Branch, USACE, This project has been assipned Projoct Mumber 200000308, Please inclede
thiz number in all futare correspondence conceming thiz project. Failuse to reference the project
number may result in a delay.

We have reviewed the site in question in aceordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (Section 404) and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (Section 10). Under
Section 404, the USACE reguletes the discharge of dredpged and fill material into waters of the
United States, including wellands. Our responsibility under Section 10 is to regulate any work
in, or affecting, navigable waters of the United States.

On February 23, 2005, Ms, Jessica Napier of my staff conducted a field visit to the site in
guestion to determine the limits of waters of the United States under Section 404 and navigable
waters of the Uniled States under Section 10, Based on this field visit, the report that you
submitled, and other information available to us, it appears that areas subject to Department of
the Army authority under Sections 404 and 10 do exist on the site. 'We concur with the proposed
determination of walers of the Uniled Stales and navigable waters of the United States that is
made in the sbove referenced report. The basis for this approved jurisdictional detenmination
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(1D} is enclosed. Department of the Army suthorization would be required for the discharge of
dredged or fill material into waters of the United States or work in, or affecting, navigable waters

of the United States.

As you know, the USACE is a cooperating agency, with the Federal Highway
Administration as the lead fiederal agency, in the preparation of an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) on federal actions associated with the proposed Trinity Parkway project. Please
continue fo work with us in developing the application for a Department of the Army permit
under Section 404 and Section 10, as well as other USACE actions, associated with the project.
Please continue to refer to the enclosed USACE, Fort Worth District, “Checklist for Applications
for Individual Department of the Army Permits,” as well as the numerous discussions that we
have had about preparation of the EIS, as guidance about what you should provide to complete

the permit application.

This approved JI¥ is valid for a period of no more than five years from the date of this letter
unless new information warrants revision of the delineation before the expiration date. It is
incumbent wpon the gpplicant 1o remain informed of changes in the Department of the Amy
regulations.

The applicant may accept or appeal this approved JD or provide new information in
actordance with the enclosed Notification of Administration Appeal Opfions and Process and
Request For Appeal (NAAOP-RFA) I the applicant elects to appeal this approved JI, the
applicant must complete Section 1T (Request For Appeal or Objections to an Initial Proffered
Permit) of the enclosure and retumn it to the Divizsion Engineer, ATTN: CESWD-ETO-E, U. 5.
Army Corps of Engineers, | 100 Commerce Street, Dallas, Texas 75242-0216 within 60 days of
the date of this notice. Failure to notify the USACE within 60 days of the date of this notice
means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety and waive all nights to appeal the approved
ID.

Thank you for your interest in our nation's waler resources. If you have any questions
concerning our regulatory program, please contact Ms, Jessica Mapier at the address above or
telephone (217) 886-1745,

Sincerely,

nyne; E
Chief, Regulatory Branch
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NOTIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OFPTIONS AND PROCESS

AND REQUEST FOR APPEAL
Applicant: City of Dallas
File Mumber: J{MMRI30E Dhale June 19, 2006
Adtached See section below

INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT {Standasd Permit or Letter of Penmission A
PROFFERED PERMIT {Stamdard Permit or Letter of Permisason) E
PERMIT DENIAL C
! APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION o
PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION E

SECTION 1 - The following identifies your rights end options reganding an administrative appeal of the above decision.
Additional information may be found at htp: S ueace. army. mil/inetfimctionsiow/eeewodreg’ or Corps regulations
al 33 CFE Par 331.

Ar INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT: You may accept of abjest 1o the permit.

® ACCEPT: If wou received a Standard Permil, vou meay sign the penmit document and retum it 1o the disinicl engineer for Final
nuthorization. If you received o Letler of Permission (LOP), you may accepd the LOT and sour work iz authesized, Your
signamire om ke Standasd Permil of socepance of the LOF means that wou accepd the permii in its entirety, and waive all nghts
to ppeeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determmations associzied with the permit.

® OBIECT: If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) becawse of certain terms and conditions theremn, you may reguest that
the permit be modified sccordingly. ¥ou musd complete Section 11 of this form azd retum the faom o the distrel esgmeer. Y our
olyjections must be received by the district engineer within G0 days of te dase of this nodee, or you will forfein your right o
appeal the permil in the fuwee. Upon recerpt al sour letter, the district engineer will evaluaie vour objections and may: (a)
medify the permin to addresa all of vour concems, (b} modify ihe permit io address some of youar ohjections, or {c) not eodify
the permii having detenmined that the permit should be issied & previously writken,  Adber evaluating your objectims, the
digirict enginser will sesd vou a proffered permin for vourr reconsideration. a3 indicared in Section B heloa,

B: PROFFEREDY PERMIT: You may accept or appeal the permit

& ACCEPRT: I vou received a Sandsrd Permit, you may sign ihe pommit document and retum it 1o the disivict engineer for final
athorization, 17 you received a Lesier of Penmission {LOF), you may accept the LOT and wour work is authorized, Your
signamre ai lhe Standand Permil or scoepiance of the LOP means that vou accep the permifl m is evtirety, and waive all rights
1o sppeeal the persnil, including s werme and conditions, and approved jursdictional determinations assecisied with the permit,

® APPEAL: If vou choose 1 decline the proflered penmit (Standard cr LOP) beeause of coriain temms and conditions therzin, vou
miy appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section 11 of this
fisrm and sending the form to the division engineer. This form must be received by the division engimeer withi &0 davs of the
date of this nolies
C: PERMIT DENIAL: %ou may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative
Appeal Process by completing Section 1 of this form and sending the form te the division engineer. This form
must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

I APPROVED JURISDAC TIONAL DETERMINATION, You may accepl or appeal the gpproved jurisdictional
determination (113 or provide new information.

o ACCEPT: You do sot meed to netily the Corps 1o sccept an approved JD, Failure to nedify the Corps within 60 days of the
dnte of this noiice, means thai you accept the approved J0 in fis entirety, mnd wadve all rights 1o appeal the approved 11,

® APPEAL: If you dissgres with ihe approved J03, youw may appeal the approved 10 under the Comps of Engineers Administrative
Appenl Process by completing Section 11 of this form and sending the form o the divisian engioeer. This Gosen miust be received
by the division esgmeer within 60 days of the date of this notice.

E: FRELTMINARY JURISINCTIONAL DETERMIMATION: You do mot meed o respond 1o the Comps regarding the
prelimmary 103, The preliminary JD i= nedt appealable, 1f vou widh, vou may request an approved I {which may be
appealed), by contacting the Corps diswict for further insiruction. Also you may provide new information for further
consideration by the Corps 10 resvaluate the 11
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SECTION IT - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBIECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT

REASONS FOR APPEAL OR ORJECTIONS: {Describe vour reasons for appealing the decision or your
objections to an initial proffered permil in clear concise statements. You may attach additional information to
thiz form fo elarifir where vour reasons or objections are addressed in the administrative record. |

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: The appeal is limited to a review of the administrutive record, the Cormps
memorandum for the recond of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the
review officer has determined 15 needed to clanfy the admimistrative record, Meither the appellant nor the
Corps may add new information or analyses to the record. However, you may provide additional information
tor clagify the location of information that is aleeady in the administrative record.

POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION:

If you have questions regarding this decision and/or If you only have questions regarding the appeal
the appeal process you may contact: process you may also contact:
Ms. Jessica MNapier at (B17) 886-1745 Jim Gilmore at (214) T67-2457

RIGHT OF ENTRY: Your signature below grants the nght of entry (0 Corps of Engineers personnel, amd any
govemment consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process

Dhartiz: Telephane numiber;

Spmpture of appellant or authomzed apeni
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JURIBMCTIONAL DETERMINATION Fievised 81304
LLE. Ammy Comps of Engineers

STRICT OFFICE: FORT WORTH
FILE MUMBER: ROITEETRT
FROMECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
Siater Texas
Coanty: DALLAS

Center coundinates of site (latiudebongaude): D32-4R-50007 (156-50-26.28
Approximete siee ol arc (parcel) reviewed, mdudisg uplasds: 1000 acres.
Mame of menres walsrvay:

Mame of watershed; UPPER TRINITY

AURISDICTHINAL DETERMINATION
Completed: Db hig eleterrmd nation [] Daper
She visii=) [X] Dabe(sl: 13 Fehruary 205

Jwrisdictional Debermination (J13):

| | Prelimsinary JI¥ - Besed on available mfarmion, [ ] shere appear s be fork [ | these appear i be oo "waiers of the
United Staies® andfor "navigahle waters of the Unitod Staees® on the project site. A prelingdansy 10 js not appalable
[(Reference 33 CFR par 3310

[ %] Approved J0 - An approved J0 is an appealable action { Referencs 33 CFR part 3300
Check all thar appty:

[X] Thene are "novigabbe waters of the United States® {os defingd by 33 CFR part 329 ami sssociubed guidance)
swithin the reviceod arc. Approsimie sise of jurisdictional srer 20026 aores.

| XJ Thewe are "oabers of the United States” (25 defined by 11 CFR part 128 and associibed guidance) within the
reviewed area. Approximate size of junsdiciional sren: 30026 pores,

L] Tl save oo, mow=svignbidi, favm-siace wiarers aF watfowds” wilhin the reviewed e,
[ 1 Dectsion supported by SWARNCC Migrstory Bird Rale Inforsation Sheet for Deeminaibon of No JurisSctioa.

BASES OF JURISDICTION AL DETERMIN A THIN:
A. Waters defined under 3% CFR part 320 as "navignble waters of tbe United States":
[%] Tha presence of watees thie o subtjoct 1o the ebb sl Now of th tide and'ar ane presently wsed, or have been used
kn the past, armay be susceptible for use 1o pnspor interstane or fisreign commeree,

B. Waters defined umder 33 CFR part 328,55} as "waters of the United Stares";

X011 The presence of waters, which am cumently used, or wiere wsed in the pest, o sy b auspoptible i e in
iniferatale or Forsign eommence, Inclucling all wabors which are sisvject i the ebd and Aow of the cide,

[ 162} The prsence of miersiae wators including interstan: wetlands'.

[ ] (31 The prisena: of other waters such as intristate lnkes, rvers, streams {including inenriitent sireame], misdfsis,
sandihats, wetlands, slosghs. prairic potholes, wet meadows, phya lakes, or matural ponds, the use, degradation or
desmaetion of which could affect interstute commerce inchiding sy sseh waters (check all hal appiy

[ 111} which are ar could bo used by intersiste or forsign travelors for recreational or ather purposss
[ 1 Gy frwm which Fish or shelish o or could be inken aed sold in inberstate o7 foreign cormmence.
[ 1eiii) which anz or coubd be used for industrial purpases by industries in inferstage cosnm enee,

[X] i) Inmponstments of watees otheraise defined  wasers of the 15,

[%]¢3h The presence of a cributary o 8 water identified in {14 - (4) shove,

[ 145} The pressmece of temitorial ses.

[3]47) The presence of watlands adjacear” o other waters of the US, except for those weilands adjncent vo sther wetlands,

Rationgli Tag the Easis of Jurisdictional Determination (applies io any boves checked sboved, I the juricdicthana e ar wesimad
dxnar dselfo nevigatele woler o the Dimtad Stawes, discrihe comneerbanfs) e the davastnomm maviguble waters. I8 1) or By G vl o
the Barls of Jurfidicrion. dociment smeigabiliy andiar inerstate comvmerce conngction fi.e., discies site condiiions, inclvding why the
waferfody (s mrdgable amdior haw the desriction of e walerhody com'd afec e o foreton commersel ) By 2, 4, 5 o ) v wsed
e i Bearior e Murisdiction, aacwmsens dbe ravo e weed & make the determinmiion, I RTH bx naend v thae Basiz of Suvisdierion. deoarment
the rauanale e o make adfacency doteemingtion, T streams are tributaries w the Trinity River, 8 navigabie water of the United States
and the weslands sre loaied adjacent 1o, within the loodplain of, the Trinity River ar rbuiarics i the Trimity River. The ponds are
impoundments of mibararic 16 nevipahle waters af the Uniad Siabes,
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File Mumbser: JO0HHKI 10 2

Lateral Extent of Furisdictions (Reference: 33 CFR parts 338 and 129;

[%] Cirdinary High "W sser Mark indicated by: [ 1 High Tide Lire indicael by
[X] dear, notared ke ingroacd vn ihe bank [ 1 vil or =cee ke along ssare ohjis
[X] the preseno of line aml debris [ ] e sbeell or detris deposits {lonsdor)
[X] changes in the chiaracier of soil [ ] ptysical markings'cheracteriaic
[ %] destraction of iemriad vegetation [ tical gigess
[ | shebving [ 1 oeher:
[ lother:

[ 1Mdemm High Warer Mk indicoied by
| | suremy m pvnilable datem; [ ] physical merkisgs, | | vogsation lines/chasges in vegetation types.

[ N] Welane] boendaries, s show on the o report fithed "USACE Projoct $I00000358 « Proposed Jurisdictions] Deserndantion
fior the Duallics Flocalwayy and MTTA Trimity Parkway, Dallas Tesas™, datad May 23, 2006, prepared by HalfT Associzies

Basis For Mot Assering Jurisdiction:
[ 1 The servicwed men cons et eafinely of upbad,
[ 1 Unable b confim the presencs of waters in 13 CFR paet 3501, 2, o0 4.71
[ 1 Hesnddegators: deckined o spprove jurisdicsion on the basisof 33 CFR part 328 3(a) 3%
[ 1The Corps hae made o case-specific determanation that the Fallowing waters present on ihe shie s mol Witers of
the United Seates:
[ | "W imcatment systemns, including treatment ponds ar Bgoons. pursusl w33 CFE pan 32805,
[ 1 Astificially irigated sress, which would revert o upland if e irigation ceasal
[ 1 Anificial lakes and pends ereatod by excavating ssdior diking dry load 1o colleg s
retain water and whach anewsed exclusively for such pesposs as sinck wirterisg, leigation, seiling hasins, o
TioE geoaisg,
[ 1 Amificial reflectmg or swinming pooti or oiher auall omemental hadise of wier sreated
by excavating anddior diking dry band o retain water for primaonily pesthetic neasona
[ 1 Waterefilled depressinns cnzatnd in dry bnd incidetal o constrecton activiey usd pits socyvaied in dry lasd for
the purpess of abtainisg fill, wnd, or gravel usless and el b constnasion of excavalion ceertion is
ehomduned and tha resulling body of water soots the definition of waices of the Unsed Stmes found ot 3% CFR
52K Ma).
[ 1 Esodaind. inirasinie wetkind wilh no nexes o inflasiile commsence.
[} Feior camvriod eropland, & deiermined by the Maniml Reources Consenvation Service Explain ratiomale
|] Mon-til dreinagne or irmigation disshes oxcavated on dev land, Explain rationale: There an: approvimaiely 114 67 aemes
& wpkand draingge disches within the siudy area
[ ] Oy (exphaini:

DATA REVIEWED FINE JURISTHCT IO AL BETERMIMATION {mark all thag applyk:

[%] Maps, plons, plots ar plat submithed by or an bohal Fof she applcari.

[X] Duta shoets: preganed'sabmiticsd by or on behalf of the applicani.

[%] This eific: concurs with the o report titled “USACE Projec) #100000308 - Propised Jesisdictional Determinmios for the
Dalles Flcedway and WTTA Trissty Parkway, Dallas Texas™, doed May 33, 3006, prepared by Hal T Asocizies.
| 1 'This office disss it concur with the delmeation repors, dated . prepared by {company i

[ 1 Dz sheers preparsdd by the Corps.

| 1 Carps’ nasigablie waners’ sudis:

| 1LL5, Geological Servey Hyshlogic Atlas:

[%] LU, Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic maps: Dallss, Trxos

[ 1.5, Ceakwgical Survey 7.3 Minuee Historic quadranghes:

| TLLS. Ghesbogieal Survay |5 Minee Hsteric quadrangles:

| TUISEIA, Monterod Ressarcis Conservatlon Sorviee Soil Sunvy:

[ 1 Mationnl wellasds inveniory mags:

[ 1 Sssieilomal wetling inventery maps

[ 1 FEXMAFIRM maps (Mzp Nose & Daick:

[ ) 1H-pear Flsxlplain Ebevation 1s;  (RGVIDY

[ ] Aeral Phowgraghs (Name & Duer

[ ) Ombezr photogesgsha { Dat):

[ | Achmced Identsfication Wtland maps;

[ ] Site visitdeterminaiion sondcted om:

| | Appliablesupperting cise ko

| | Dl information {pleas: ssecifyl
"Wetlands are identificd and delineoed usy the mthds o orlleria establishad in the Coms Waland Delincation Manuad (57 Mol
fi.n.. socamence of By drephytic vegention, bydric soilsand wetland bydrokogy)
“The tarm “adjacese™ meens buondering, contigueus, of seighboring. W etlands separsed from other waters of the 1.5, by mmn-made dikes
o briers, netumal fver bems, hesch dunes, ind ihe like ane alss adjecent.

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX A-1 / PAGE 99



NOWTH TEXAS TOLLWA Y ALUTHORITY

Chiirran

e The Honosable Laura Miller, Mayer
Gary Dars City of Drallas

Fimcter Drallas City Hall

Pt . Dreniwan 1500 Marilla Street, Room SEN
Drallas, TX T5201-6350

Rabert shapard Drear Mayor Miller:

hrevior
e Tn the Dallas Morming News article of November 17, 2006, the U.S, Army Corps
of Engineers first made public its concams with Altsmative 3B, stating that the
Parkway .. conld ve potentially violeted the structural integrity™ of the eastem
levee. Subsequently, a host of questions are being asked, relating to the Trindty
! Parkway's viability, as well as the advisability of placing it in close proximity to
| the City's proposed system of parks, lakes and trails. As various elected officials
have recently echoed these concerns and/or requested a re-consideration of
Alternative 2B as the City's recommended alignment, 1 wanted to briefly
Serry Hisbart summanize NTTA"s position with respect to these discussions and the City's
- possible pursuit of a new altermative, our continuing close work with the USACE
R to resolve its concerns, and to address the misinformation which is being circulated
Bectiny Doty about the project,
[Emasvn Direile

Unfortunately, questioning the need for the toll-noad or its location is not & new
sl Sk phenomenom. As you recall, at the May 2002 Dallas City Council Trinity

Sty Waorkshop, the City Council elected to revisit the assumptions and results of
previous NTTA § TxDOT studies, to ensure that all altsrmatives have been
assessed and Yhat the resultant facility is compatible with the proposed levee park
system.

To ensure the objectivity of this repssessment, private funds were ruised Lo support
thiz study, with the reassessment being coordinated by three, independent,
cooperating entitics — The Dallas Plan, Diallas ALA and the Dallas Institute of
Hurmanities and Culture. Ultimately, Chan Ereger and Associstes, joined by
Hargreaves & Associates and TDA comprised the consultant team, which became
[ — known as the Urban Desigm Team (UDT). In addition to developing a concept for
Wane, TX PHOE & world-class park system, the UDT was charged with determining whether a

3900 W Surm Parionst poadway was necessary, and if so, had the previous studies located it properly.
Fiane, Tx 5003 (Orvier approximately a six month period, previous studies, assumplions

FiA-S51-30

114-528- 4838 (Fun)

LRl R
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Bavor Laura Miller
April 4, 2007
Page 2

and analyses were rigorously reviewed; this review was complemented by a senes of
workshops amnd roundtable discussions with NCTCOG, TxDOT and NTTA., Ar the
conclusion of this study, the UDT indeperdently concluded that the road was needed and
that the corridors under azsessment by NTTA mer this need.

After an additional 12 months of study and approximately $1 mdllion, the UDT, in
conjunction with USACE, TxDOT, NCTCOG and NTTA developed Alternative 3B ag
an integral component of the Trinity River's Balance Vision Plan (BVP). The BVP's key
objectives are; Beomomic & Community Development, Flood Control, Recreation and
Open Space, Environmental Management and Multi-modal Transportation.

In April 2005, the Dallas City Council and the NTTA Board of Directors subsequently
pasged resolutions identifying Alternative 3B as their recommended locally preferned
alternative. The Board recognized the early state of the Trinity Parkway's environmendal
evaluation and conditioned its recommendation of 3B to acknowledpe that the altemative
may require modification based upon: 1) the approval of various federal and state
regpurce agencies, ie., the USACE; 2) future events and / or; 3) changing environmental

regulations.

The NTTA acknowledges that the USACE must approve any construction within the
flocdoay. Since fall 2005, the USACE has been re-assessing its design goidelines. It is
our understanding that the initial release of the new standards will not take place for
approximately one year, In additon, this release will likely be in the form of incremental
revisions, each release addressing a different floodway design aspect, The NTTA has
already requested m&:q:tufthc new etandards &= soon as they are available. On an
interim basis we continue to request direction from the USACE megarding certain aspects
of floodway design $o that we may adjust our design now to meet future criteria.

The purpose of the environmental documents currently being prepared is to provide the
information needed by elected officials and the general pablic to make an informed
decigion regarding all of the alternatives considered, including Alternative 3B. One of the
tenants of this federal process is to provide equal scoess to this information to everyone at
the approximately the same time, Given the complexity of this project, the Draft
Environmenial Impact Statement (DEIS), released Febroary 20035, alleded to the possible
necessily of producing a supplemental document, in addition to DEIS and the Final
Environmenial Impact Staterment,
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Mayor Laura biller

April 4, 2007

Page 3

Three environmental documents have been or will be prepared for the Trinity Parkway:
the Draft Environmenial Impact Statement (released February 2005), the Supplemental
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (planned third quaner of 2007) and the Final
Environmentz] Impact Statement (anticipated 2008). More information on hydraulics,
cumulative and indirect effects, and other sobject areas will be provided in the
Supplemental DEIS, on all of the Alternatives. At that time, both the Dallas City Couneil
and the WTTA Board of Directors will be asked to reaffirtn or modify their suppart of
Alternative 3B, or to recommend a different alternative.

From our latest conversations with the USACE, its floodway design standards will likely
further minimize the vishility of several alternatives in the DEIS, Por instance, the
requirement that any proposed construction be offsel a minimum of 50 feet from the
levee's e of slope may make any of the landside alternatives much less desirable
because of the far grester property acquisitions that would be reguired and more
significant impacts to the samps [/ drainage systems. In addition, the Industria]l Blvd
option, always the most expensive alternative, has seen even further development within
the potential comidor, making right-of-way acquisition more dismptive to adjacent
propestics and certainly more expensive than originally projected.

As a partnesing agency with the City, we are troubled that once again there ssems io be
an atternpt o unilaterally remeve the transportation element from the Trinity Balanced
Wision Flan without regard o regional ransportation needs and without identification of
suitable altemnatives to meet those needs, AL the municipal level, such & move would also
adversely impact severm) synergistic benefits a levee alternative offers both our apencies,
such as MTTA’s plan to excavate the lakes and use this material to form the bench for the
Parkoway — at an estimated value of $25 million.

The best projectrelated decision making iz thot conducted within the Mutional
Environmental Poligy Act (WEPA) planning process. With nearly fen years of history of
working with the City on this important and challenging project, we remain committed to
working with the City and the projeet’s cooperating agencies io implement a plan that
best meets the needs of the city and the region.

Sincerely,
Jeary Hiebert
Acting Executive Director, NTTA

[N KNTTA Board of Directors
Michael Mormis, MCTCOG
Williarn Hale, PE, Diallas District, TxDOT
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF EMGINEERS
F.0. BOY 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS T8102-0300

REFLY TD #;F‘R 30 Euﬂ?

ATTEWTIDN CF

Programs and Projoct
Meanagement Dirvision

Hoenorable Lavra Miller
Mayor of Dallas

1500 Marilla, Room SEN
Dallas, Texas 75201

Dear Mayor Miller:

In recent weeks, several misstatements have been publicly atiributed to the TLS.
Artny Corps of Engineers (Corps) regarding the Dallas Floodway Trinity Parkway
projects. The purpose of this letter is to identify and clarify or correct these statements.

The Dallas Floodway [Floodway) is a Federal Flood Protection project suthorized
by Congress and under the jurisdiction of the Corps. Prior to alierstion or modification of
the existing Flondway, the Corps must review and consent to the proposed alteration or
modification to ensure that thers is no adverse impact (o either the structural or fupctional
aspects of the Floodway which would, m any manner, dinvinish the level of protection -
provided by the Floodway to the City of Dallas (City). In addition to ensuring the
integrity and function of the existing Floodway, the Corps is actively engaged in

ing flood protection structurss within the City and in studying the future flood

needs of the City, The Corps (in partnership with City through an agreement

with the Morth Central Texas Council of Governments) is currenily studying the
feasibility of improving the Floodway (channel and levees) to provide an enhanced level
of protection to the City. Additionally, the Corps, through a cooperative agreement
directly with the City, is constructing the Dallas Floodway Bxtension project (Jeves and a
chain of weilands) to extend the food damage reduction, eoosyslem restoration, and
recreation features for the City along the Trinity River.

An Environmental Tmpact Statement (BIS) is currently being prepared for the Tnmity
Parkway (Parkway) as a cooperative effort by the City, North Texes Tollway Authority
{NTTA), Texas Department of Transportation, and Federal Highway Adminisiration.
The purpose of the BIS is to identify and analyze the environmental impacts of an array
of altematives for a proposed action. The inftial proposal from the City and NTTA was
to construct the Parkway within the limits of the existing Dellas Floodway. In 1999, the
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Corps advised the City and NTTA that current policies would not prohibit constroction of
& roadway within the limits of the Floodway, but that shch altematives would be subject
to stringent technical criteria fo ensure the level of protection provided by the Floodway
would not be compromised. Alternatives for the Parkway have included locations inside
and outside the existing Floodwey. As the design details for the altemnatives progresssd,
our level of concem regarding potential impacts to the integrity of the leves system
increasad, mainly due lo proposed excavation and penetration of the levess in certain
areas. In October 2006, the Corps informed the NTTA that the designs for alternatives
reflecting constraction of the roadway on the levee were unacceptable dus to concerns
with the effiect of the radway on the structural integrity of the lovees and the ability of
the Clorps and other governmental agencies to acosss and madtitain the levees. The
NTTA wes not advised how far off the leves the Parioway should be located. Instead, the
distance off the levees is mandated by design features of the Parkoway, including the
spacing of the columng supporting the existing bridges across the foodway. While the
requirements for approval of this project are challenging, the Corps and NTTA are
mmmmmmmmlumu&mmwmmam
this road in the eodway.

RmdmgﬂupnmuﬂhrmwﬂnmafmﬂTﬂnMPm?innﬂmdmlﬂm
provide additional information conceming the probability of snch an event. The existing
Floodway was designed to protest the city from an approximate 300-year flood. This
flood frequency squates to 2 | in B00 chance of ocourrence in any given year, The'
Parkway iz being designed at a 100-year level of protection, meaning there is a 1 im 100
chance in any given year that the Padoway conld be flooded. Furthermore, the Corps is
requiring that ths Trinity Parfoway be additionally protected with two feet above the 100-
year flood level. Sinee the level of food protection afforded the Parkway is bess than thai
provided by the leves sysiem, it is possibles that the Parkway eould flood dus to water
conteined in the Floodway by the lovess. However, the last 100-year flood event was the
1908 flood of record.

The Corps has also advised the NTTA that, under the provisions of the conkrac
between the Corps and the City for operation and maintenance of the existing Floodway,
the City (acting as the eperator and maintainer of the Federal project) has the right to
remove portions of the Parkoeray, if it mrnqmﬂhrq:wmmﬂmmnfmﬂmw
for flood fighting activities. The language is typical in all agreements and construction
approval documents for projects being constructed within the limits of a Corps project.
Although it is unlikely that removal of & portion of the Parkoway will be required, the right
lo dio o still exists if peeded to ensure the Floodway system functions as suthorized for
flood protection and public safety.
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It hias been reported that dus to levee failores during Hurricane Eatrina, the Corpa is
developing n new get of standards for levens, That statement is not eccurate. Although
the Corps is re-evaluating the use and design of a certain type of flood wall, no new
in the existing Floodway project. Additionally, the NTTA has not requested a waiver of
the standards fior constraction within the exisiing Federal project. We balieve the
confiision over this issue arose following release of @ memorandum from the Corps
Headquarters in October 2006, which clarified the procedures for approval of
miodifications to existing Federal projects natiomeride. This memomndum identifisd the
Chief of Engineers, and not the local District office, as the approval suthority for any
signifeant muﬁﬁl:mnufll?ndmalpmgm This new construction approval process
wﬂmuﬂutpmpmndﬁhﬂgﬂhﬂﬁbﬂhﬁ?hﬂdwwﬂllmlﬂmﬂy:ﬁﬂﬂm

protection for the City of Dalla.

Fiunﬂy,lwuld]jhmaddmnlhurdminmiﬂpbﬂwmﬂnpmmﬂﬂ leves raize by
the Corps, and the other projects within the Floodway. As stated sarlier, the Corpa and
thie City are studying the feasibility of Improving the existing Floodway to provide &
greater level of protection to the city of Dallas. The alternatives being evafuated for this
improvement include, emong other things, levee raises of varying heights. If the proper
type of soil is found in the aress identified by the City for lake excavations, or in other
areas of the Floodway, this seil could be used to raise the existing levess. However, if the
goil in these potential excavation areas ig found 1o be not suitable for the leves mise, the
Coaps would not be able to participate in these excavations. This determination will be
mads in the process of completing the Corps Feasibility Report

The final Corps Feasibility Beport, which will identify the recommended plan for
to the Floodway for flood damage redaction purposes, is currently
scheduled for completion in August 2008, with & Record of Decision in December 2008,
Subsequent 1o the completion of the repart, the project mast be anthorized and fundsd by
Congress, and detsiled design must be completed prior to the advertisement and award of
a congtraction contract. ’

Thank you for the opportunity to clarify this information. Please contact Mr.Gene
Fioe, Project Manager &1 §17-886-1374 if you have amy questiona.

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 105



4 Dacamber 2007

David Morgan

Wica Prasidant

Halff Associates, Ina.
1201 North Bowser Rd.
Richardson, TX 75081 |

Dwear Mr. Margan:

I have reviewed tha map for the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Staternent. The project | coordinate does nod survey this area, and we have not
afternipted to make any Sightings there. Even though | have no records of sightinge
of intericr least terms within the study boundary, the fermns could potentially be
nesting there, K should be noted that the area containg large sections that are
indusirialized and inaccessible to local bird walchers, 5o a lack of sightings cannod
ba intarpreted to mean the birds are not present,

The two requirements for the least terns 1o nest In an area are & feeding source
and a nesiing source. The Trnity Fiver is probably nof a high-guality feeding
goierce bu the various local retention and stormwater ponds are. The study area
does pol appear to contaln any sandbars, which are natural nesting siles. The
tams in the greater Dallas area, however, nest al unnatural sites, We find tems
nesting on top of various warehouses in norhwesbemn Dallas Cownty and
southesstemn Denton County. Tha one festure that is similar to all of the
warehouses is thal they have a graved roof. i appears from the map that thene are
some areas that contain similar wanehouses inside the study boundary. Surveys
during late June or eardy July would be the best methed to accurately determine
whether the tems are nesting in the area.

Another consideration for interior leas! tems is thal the construction activities coulkd
actually create nesting habitat, which could attract terns to the site. The bemns like
highly disturbed areas and frequently nest al active sand and gravel pits. The
closest colony that nests on tha ground 5 & mere 10 miles away. Monitaring of the
construction site would be a prudent messure lo ensune no harm comes o the

Tk

Dallas Zoo

650 South R. L. Tharmbon Fwy.
Dallas, TX 75202

Ph: 214-871-0774

Fax: 214-670-6T17

joanetie boylang@dallascityhall com

anp o, R, THEAMTOM FAEFWAY DALLAS, TENAS PEZED-D61] WWW.SALLAGIOO.O0M P H4dTi8ibd F 3idala. Tike
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e D¥frr

l Texas Department of Transportation

DEWTT G GAEER STATE HIGHMAY BLDG. » 126 E. 11TH STREET = AUSTIN, TEXAS YIF01-2483 « [50E) 4E3-B5A4

January 30, 2008 TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF

DISTRIGT MO, 18
fEB =1 008
STP( ) vE
Request for Coordination with USCG
for Exemptions
Drallas County

CE] 191 8-45-121]
Trinity Parkway: From SH 133/IH 35E to US 1755H 310

Janice W, Brown

Dhivizion Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Austin, Texas TETOL

Attention: Mr. Peter Chang
Dear Ms. Brown:

The North Texas Tollway Authority is preparing a Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Trnity Parkway project. OF the eight build allematives being assessed, =six
alternatives are located along the Dallas Floodway levess, with five altermatives located on the
river side of the levee (Allernatives 3A, 3B, 3C, 44 and 48), and one alternative (Altemnative 5)
located on the land side of the leves,

Although the Trinity River is officially designated a navigable waterway, the upper portion of the
Trinity River has never been developed, or used for that purpose. According to the United States
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), navigation on the Trinity River (known as the Trinity River
Project) was authorized by the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1965, Public Lew 89-289. A previous
Trnity River Project included the construction of a multiple purpose channel along the river,
from the Houston Ship Channel to Fort Worth, Texas,

Subsequent to this authorization, Congress requested o restudy of the navigation features of the
Trinity River Project to reaffirm its cconomic feasibility. These studics indicated that the
extension of the multiple purpose channel o any point upstream of Liberty, Texas
{approximately 50 miles above the mouth of the river) was not economically feasible. Moreover,

a bond election to finance the multiple purpose channel was defeated in 1973,

THeE [ AT FLAM
AEOUCE CONGESTION « ENHANCE SAFETY « EXPARD ECOMCHAIC DR PORATURTY « IMPRCVE AR GUALITY
INCREASE THE WALUE OF QUR TRANSPOATATION ASSETS

AN Egun Ciopaniuntdy ETyNorer
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Ms, Janice Brown Page 2 Junuary 30, 2008

In 1981, a General Design Memorandum from USACE stated that the multiple purpose

channel was not cconomically feasible upstream of Liberty; therefore, it was dropped from
further design consideration. Presently, the multiple purpose channel is officially considered
inactive. According to USACE, there are no further plans to develop the Trinity River as a
navigation channel,

Accordingly, the Trinity River channel is not susceptible to use (in its natural condition or by
reasonable improvement), as a means to transport interstate or foreign commerce.  Moreover, the
affected waterway is non-fidal and carries no navigation or shipping of any kind. Therefore,
assuming the possible selection of one of the six levee alternatives, and pursuant to 23 US.C
144{h), the selected levee allernative should qualify for exemption from the requirements
imposed under 33 11.5.C. 401 and 525(b), end the lighting and signal requirements imposed
under 33 CFR 118.40(b).

TxDOT requests that this letter and attachments be forwarded to Mr. Peter Chang so that he may

coordinate with the USCG 1o receive the necessary (signed) exemptions. If you have questions,
please contact Elvia Gonzalez at 416-2610.

James P. Barta, Jr., P.E.
Director, Project Management Section
Environmental Affairs Divison
Attachments
EG:e
boo: Dallas District
ERG

Reference: ENV 850
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Cammandan! HEKr 5 Sineat, Room 1343

.5, Department of
United Siates Coasl Guand Reaw Dilesans, LA 701 30-3310

Homealand Security

Bioncs Pederd Stall Symbol:
United Stat - T B Phans. 1304 61.2128
Egnst q.md“ Fax: (S04) 671-2133

16591C
13 Movember 2003

MEMORANDUM VZ
:  David M. Frank /4 W RECEIVED ON

From: =
CGD EIGHT {dpb MOV 2 0 2008
To: Hector Garcia, Assistant Bridge Engineer TEXAS DIVISION
Federal Highway Administration FHWA

Subj:  STA ACT CONCURRENCE

1} Please refer 1o your letter dated 28 October 2008, regarding the Texas Department of
Transportation’s proposed project o construct a limited-access toll facility between the [H-
ISEAH-183 and the US-175%5H-310 interchanges. Three of the proposed altematives have
bridge crossings over the Trinity River in Dallas County, Texas. You have determined that
this project meets the criteria for the Surface Transportation Authorization Act (STAM) and
qualifies for exemption from Coast Guard bridge permit requirements.

2} Section 144(h) of Title 23 U.S. Code was enacted in 1978 1o reduce paperwork and related
cost in the executive of the Coast Guard's bridge permit programs. This section has been

amended by the Act of April 2, 1987 (Public Law 100-17}, to funther reduce paperwork and
related eosta in the permitting of bridges funded by thia Act. By renson of thiz provision,

cerlain bridges — which are constructed, reconstructed, rehabilitated, or replace with federal
assistance imposed under Title 23 U.S. Code — are no longer subject o the permitting
requirements imposed under 33 U.S.C. 401 and 525(b). The bridges which fall into this
excluded category are those that cross waterways:

(1) which are not used and are not susceptible (o use in their natural condition or by
reasonable improvement as a means (o ransport interstate or foreign commence;
and

{2) which are: nontidal; or if tidal, used by vessels less than 21 feet in length.

3) Since FHWA has the responsibility for the STAA and based on the information provided by
the Texas Department of Transportation, the Coast Guard accepts your determination that this
bridge project meets the criteria for the STAA and is exempted from Coast Guard Bridge
Admimstration purposes,

4y Based on your statement that no significant nighttime navigation occurs af these sites and
pursuant to Title 33 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 118.40, the proposed project is
hereby exempt from Coast Guard navigational lighting reguirements. The later statute
requires the establishment, maintenance, and operation of Coast Guard required lights and
signals on fixed structures, including bridges. These exemplions are subject to review and
revocation in the future provided conditions change or are found to differ significantly from
those indicated in your request,

# 1

o S hpres e Su s Transporimtion ACUS TAA-TX  Trinity River, Trmity Forkway, Dallas Couniy. 11-13-08
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T o 300 E. &% Sireet, Room 526
exas Division Austin, Texas TATO]

LIS Despsartrment

of B February 2, 2009

Federal Highway I ly Befer Ta: =T
Reply Refer To. HA-TX

3TF [ }

Regquast Tor Sactlon 4(f] Decepmipnation
Dallas Counky
G 0918=45-121

Elvia Gonzalez

Froject Management Section
Environmental Affaire Divis=ion
Texar Department of Transportaktiom
Austin, Texas

Dwar Me., Gonzale:

Reference is made to your January &, 2009 letter requesting Federal Highuay
Administractlon's (FHWA) determination rpegapding Fection 4(I) applicability
for cha Trinicy Rivep Gresnbealt Park in accorcdance with 23 CFR § 774,11,
Freviouzly FHWA was in receipt of the Trinity Parkway Dallas Floodway
fwnership Ressarch for the Trinity River Gres=pbelt Park and that
documentation was reviewed in addition to the summary provided in the
memarandum addreassd To Ma. Hoble feom the Dallas Diateiot. The desed
regaarch feam 2004 focuded on Che Stemmons parcel, land Batwesn Westmoreland
Baad amd the Atchison Topeka & Santa Fe [(ATESF) Railroad Bridge. The
Greapbelt land within this boundary mests the criteria for a jodint
development {reserved transportation use within a park) and therefore Sectlen
i[f] requirements do not apply ta wae of thia lamd.

The prepased altarmatives do, howsver, appear to use lamd within the
Greenbalt {actually Great Trinity Forest] that fall outside of the boundaries
of the S5tesmons deed [thosze lands to the south of the ATESF bridge). We naad
clarification on 1) what the involvamant of Che alterpacives (all that applyl
that traveras land inside the Great Trinity Forest to the =south of the ATE&SF
bridge will be (detailed ROW owverlays that cleacly show if land from within
Che Great Teinity Forest south of ATE&SF bridge will be converted to a
cranaporktation usel and if land south of the ATLSF bridge from tha Great
Trinity Farest will be incorporated inte the tranapsctation project, 2} deed
or other land cwnaerdahip information that epecifies the inbtended use/function
for Chese lands. Depending on the information that would be provided it 1a
podaibla that this section of the Great Trinity Forest may be subjact ©o Cha
requirements of Section 4(F).

RECEIVED
FEB 08 2008

MOVING THE : 3
AMERICAN ENV-PM

ECONOMY /

APPENDIX A-1/ PAGE 110 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS



Should you have any gquestiona, please contact Anita N. Wilson at 512-536-
5851,

Jincerely

\_ﬁ:h«wf-r@mf

Salvador Deacampo
Diatrict Engineer
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USFWS
RECEIVED

Texas Department of Transport?Et!;ic')?2009

P.O. BOX 133067 « DALLAS, TEXAS 75313-3067 « (214) 320-6100

February 6, 2009 .
ECOLOGICAL SERVICES
Omar Bocanegra RLI —F A
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service A NGTON
711 Stadium Drive, Suite 252
Texas Ecological Services Field Office
Arlington, TX 76011-6247

Re: Interior Least Tern Survey for Proposed Construction of the Trinity Parkway
Limits: IH35E/SH 183
to US 175/ SH 310
Dallas, Dallas County, Texas -
TxDOT CSJ: 0918-45-121

Dear Mr. Bocanegra:

Halff Associates, Inc., is preparing the environmental documentation for the proposed Trinity -
Parkway reliever route from IH-35E/SH-183 to US-175/ SH-310 in the City of Dallas, Dallas
County, Texas, TxDOT CSJ 0918-45-121. This work is being prepared in accordance with
FHWA regulations [23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Section (§) 771] implementing the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and the regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality (40 CFR § 1500-1508).

In an effort to evaluate the proposed project’s potential impact on the endangered Interior Least
Tem, experienced staff from Halff Associates, Inc., conducted several surveys of the project area
in July 2008. During their time in the field, they discovered no evidence of the Terns nesting or
hunting in the project area. A summary of the surveys is enclosed for your reference.

It is our belief that the Terns are not utilizing the project area, and that the proposed project would
not adversely affect this species (an effect call of “may affect, not likely to adversely affect”). At
your convenience, please review the survey summary to assess whether you also concur. We
appreciate your assistance and look forward to your response concerning this important project.

If you have any questions or require any additional information, please do not hesitate to contact
Samantha Snavely with Halff Associates, Inc., at (214) 346-6394.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,
Based on the information provided, we concur with your
determination that the proposed action is not likely to W\
adversely affect any federally listed species.
2 Stan Hall, P.E.
S — ) )
Date - 5 ¢ 7 District Advance Project

Development Director

Consultation # AIUAD - ADOT- T - &HOY

Approved by: |

iQf(rZ’\/\ ( %ﬂ}u\ c/:t/, : TEXAS PLAN

KPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY « IMPROVE AIR QUALITY
)F OUR TRANSPORTATION ASSETS

U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE, ARLINGTON, TEXAS B0Opportunity Employer
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APPENDIX A-2

AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE SINCE THE SDEIS (FEB. 2009)

Item Topic Date Page
Letter from USACE to City of | Notification of Periodic Inspection Report findings and
P 03-31-2009 | 1-2
Dallas de-certification of the Dallas Floodway levees
Letter from FHWA to TxDOT |Requirement for Limited Scope Supplemental to the
ENV SDEIS 06-24-2009 | 3-6
Request for confirmation regarding which Trinity
Letter from FHWA to USACE | Parkway alternatives are considered unapprovable by |06-24-2009 | 7-8
USACE and the rationale for that determination
Letter from USACE to FHWA | Trinity Parkway alternatives 09-15-2009 | 9-10
Letter from FHWA to TxDOT | Trinity Parkway alternatives and potential outstanding
. . : L 09-22-2009 | 11
ENV issues for evaluation of Alternative 5 viability
IIEth\tlc\a/;\from TxDOT ENV to Information regarding Alternative 5 12-10-2009 | 12-13
Letter and policy paper from Position on implementation of EO 11988 on floodplain
USACE to IEHV\yAp P management and practicable alternatives analysis for |12-18-2009 | 14-19
Trinity Parkway
Letter from FHWA to TxDOT | Request fqr additional information to evaluate viability 04-15-2010 | 20-21
ENV of Alternative 5
Memorandum from TxDOT |Information to support a Section 4(f) applicability 05-11-2010 | 22-28
to FHWA determination by FHWA for the Great Trinity Forest
Letter from TxDOT to FHWA | Additional information regarding Alternative 5 06-21-2010 | 29-35
Letter from FHWA to TxDOT | Comments regarding the request for a Section 4(f) ’re )
ENV determination for the Great Trinity Forest 07-16-2010 | 36-39
Stated position and request for concurrence on Section
'Eth\t,‘\alfAfrom TXDOTENVto | 4 o applicability to the Great Trinity Forest in view of | 10-01-2010 | 40-41
Public Law No. 111-212
Implementation Guidance for Section 405(a) of the
USACE Memorandum FY2010 Supplemental Disaster Relief and Summer 10-19-2010 | 42-44
Jobs Act (Public Law 111-212)
Ié?\ltiler from FHWA to TxDOT | Alternative 5 withdrawn from further study 11-03-2010 | 45-46
Stated position and request for concurrence on Section
Letter from TXDOT ENVto | 40y’ o s emption for Trinity Parkway based on Public Law | 01-20-2011 | 47-48
FHWA No. 111-212
Letter from FHWA to TxDOT Respor)se .to request for Section 4(f) applicability 02-23-2011 | 49-50
ENV determination
Letter from USACE Dallas Floodway Approved Jurisdictional Determination | 03-24-2011 | 51-52
Letter from NTTA to TxDOT |Amended request for concurrence on Section 4(f) 09-14-2011 | 53-56
exemption for Trinity Parkway
Letter from USACE to FHWA | Dallas Floodway Preliminary Slope Analysis 09-30-2011 | 57-58
Letter from NTTA to COD Proposed Expenditure of 1998 Bond Funds 11-09-2011 | 59-60
Letter from FHWA to TxDOT | Concurrence with Section 4(f) exemption for Trinity 01-23-2012 | 61
ENV Parkway
Letter from USACE to COD Preliminary Results of the Base Condition Risk 04-27-2012 | 62-63

Assessment
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.O. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF: 31 March 2009

Engineering and Construction Division

David F. Garcia, P.E., R.S.
Division Manager

Street Service Department
Flood Control District
2255 Irving Blvd.

Dallas, Texas 75207

Dear Mr. Garcia:

The Fort Worth District of the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) has completed a
Periodic Inspection for the Dallas Floodway Project. Attached is the final inspection report. The
overall purpose of a Periodic Inspection is to verify proper operation and maintenance; evaluate
operational adequacy and structural stability at the authorized SPF+4 flood event; and, identify
components and features to monitor over time. As a result of this inspection, the Fort Worth
District has given each of the four levee systems which comprise the Dallas Floodway Project
Unacceptable ratings, which means one or more items within each system are rated as
Unacceptable and would prevent the system from performing as intended. The systems inspected
are the East Levee and Channel, the West Levee, Rochester Levee, and the Central Wastewater
Treatment Plant Levee. Some of the deficiencies identified include 1) underseepage concerns at
the Dart Bridge, Woodall Rogers Bridge, and new jail construction, 2) underseepage, through
seepage, slope stability, and accessibility concerns at various bridges, penetrations, and
encroachments along the levees, 3) vegetation effects on stability, surveillance, and flood
fighting, 4) mechanically-stabilized wall (MSE) and I-wall stability and seepage concerns at
Rochester Levee, 5) the effects of severe desiccation and cracking of East and West levee soils in
promoting deep slides and seepage concerns and, 6) the ability of levees to meet current USACE
design criteria with respect to stability and seepage.

In 2006, the Fort Worth District submitted a letter, see attached, to Halff Associates in
support of the levee certification efforts for the City of Dallas. Essentially this letter stated that
the Dallas Floodway Project East and West levees met certification requirements. Based on the
results of the Periodic Inspection and the deficiencies identified, the Fort Worth District can no
longer support the 2006 letter as being the documentation on record for the certification of the
Dallas Floodway Project for the purposes of the National Flood Insurance Program for the base
flood event. We respectfully request that our 2006 letter no longer be used as part of the
certification documentation.
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Please contact Kevin Craig at 817-886-1473 or Les Perrin at 817-886-1694 with any
questions or if you would like to schedule a meeting to discuss the finding in more detail.

Sincerely,

%21% %ﬁ ﬁvmo%'x(;

BRIAN T. GIACOMOZZI, P.E.

Chief, Engineering and Construction Division
Dam Safety/Levee Safety Officer

Fort Worth District, USACE

Enclosure

Copy Furnished:

Mr. Frank Pagano
Mitigation Division Director
FEMA Region 6

800 N. Loop 288

Denton, TX 76209
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US.Department Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
of Tansportation Austin, TX 78701-3255
Federal Highway June 24, 2009 Tel (512) 536-5950
Administration Fax (512) 536-5990

texas.fhwa@dot.gov

In Reply Refer To:
HA-TX
Ms. Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
Director, Environmental Affairs Division
Texas DePartment of Transportation
125 E.11" Street
Austin, TX 78701

Subject: Trinity Parkway Project, Dallas, Texas
Dear Ms. Noble:

FHWA approved the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) and Draft
Section 4(f) Evaluation for the proposed Trinity Parkway (Parkway SDEIS) for further
processing on February 19, 2009. A Notice of Availability of the SDEIS for public review and
comment was published in the Federal Register on March 20, 2009, and a Public Hearing was
held on Tuesday, May 5, 2009. Based on public requests, we have extended the end of the public
comment period from May 15, 2009 to June 30, 2009.

The Parkway SDEIS was published before the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Fort
Worth District and the City of Dallas released the Periodic Inspection Report, Dallas Floodway,
Trinity River, Dallas, Dallas County, Texas (Report No. 9, 3-5 Dec, 2007). The April 1, 2009
Inspection Report cites deficiencies in four levee systems in Dallas, including segments of the
Dallas Floodway East Levee adjacent to Trinity Parkway Alternatives 3A, 3B, 3C, 4A, 4B and 5,
and segments of the Dallas Floodway West Levee adjacent to Alternatives 4A, 4B and 5.

Because the Parkway SDEIS was released prior to the USACE Periodic Inspection Report it did
not include a discussion of the reported deficiencies and any impacts these might have on the
Parkway alternatives. Nevertheless, the Inspection Report was acknowledged in the technical
presentation at the May 5 Public Hearing. FHWA, Texas Department of Transportation
(TxDOT) and North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) stated their intent to further study the
reported levee deficiencies as they may relate to the Parkway alternatives, coordinate any effects
to the proposed levee remediation plan, and present further information to the public regarding
the Parkway and the levees prior to the Final EIS.

* K
* * * RECOVERY.GOV

Nek”
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Ms. Dianna Noble, P.E.
June 24, 2009
Page 2

On May 18 and 19, 2009, representatives of the FHWA, USACE, the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA), TxDOT, the City of Dallas, and NTTA participated in a
workshop to discuss local and federal projects proposed along the Trinity River Corridor and
how they relate to the Trinity River floodway, proposed parkway alternatives and the Trinity
River levee system. This meeting allowed for the Federal Agencies to explain and discuss with
the City of Dallas, NTTA and TxDOT, the federal processes for the proposed improvements
including the required processes, activities and standards to be met for these projects.

As aresult of discussions at these meetings as well as subsequent discussions with the federal
agencies, the enclosed exhibit was developed. It memorializes the mutually agreed key tasks,
assumptions, relationships and preliminary (“best case scenario™) timelines of the action plan
proposed for the Trinity River Corridor. Please note the enclosed exhibit is a working document
and is subject to change. With respect to the Parkway Environmental process, in order to fully
comply with NEPA, additional analyses, documentation and public involvement is required prior
to recommendation of a preferred alternative and preparation of the Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS) and ultimately the selection of an alternative in the Record of Decision. It is
important to note that the timeline shown on the enclosed exhibit makes assumptions based on
the development of all Alternatives (No-Build, 2A, 2B, 3C, 4B and possibly 5) from the SDEIS
so they are consistent with the Levee Remediation Plan being developed by the City of Dallas
and the USACE.

As discussed at the aforementioned Dallas meetings, and as shown on the enclosed diagram,
FHWA hereby requests TxDOT initiate a Limited Scope Supplemental (LSS) for an impact
analyses to be performed on the alternatives for the proposed Trinity Parkway to supplement the
current SDEIS.

The LSS is expected to include the following topics:

e The results of further studies related to the USACE Periodic Inspection Report for the
Dallas Floodway, including any impacts of Parkway alternatives on levee remediation.
The LSS will assess levee deficiencies and incorporate remedial actions based on the
USACE Levee Remediation Plan (LRP). In the event the LRP substantially changes one
or more of the alternatives in terms of scope, timing or cost, the scope of the LSS may
need to be expanded to incorporate this new information.

¢ Information for each reasonable parkway alternative under consideration related to the
“practicable”criteria which would be applied under Executive Order (EO) 11990
(wetlands) and EO 11988 & 23 CFR 650 Subpart A (floodplains).

* Information for each reasonable parkway alternative under consideration related to the
“feasible and prudent” criteria which would be applied under 23 CFR 774 (Section 4(f) -
parks, recreation areas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges and historic sites).

In regard to the second and third LSS bulleted items above, the LSS will not only include a

Practicable (floodway) and Feasible and Prudent (4f) analysis, but also a Least Harm Analysis
which FHWA will consider in making a decision regarding a recommended preferred alternative.
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Ms. Dianna Noble, P.E.
June 24, 2009
Page 3

FHWA will not identify a preferred alternative in the LSS. Such recommendation will be made
in the FEIS after public involvement has occurred so that this public input could be evaluated as
part of the official FHWA recommendation.

The analysis presented in the LSS of each alternative’s practicability as applied under EO 11990
and EO 11988 will be coordinated with the analysis of feasibility and prudence required under
Section 4(f) for the least harm analysis. A “decision tree” will be collaboratively finalized
between FHWA, TxDOT, USACE and the NTTA to facilitate these analyses.

Development of the LSS is intended to be compatible with the timelines for the various agency
studies and actions shown on the enclosed diagram. The LSS release is anticipated to include a
Public Hearing and comment period to allow public input regarding the topics listed above prior
to any identification of a preferred alternative in a future FEIS by FHWA.

As noted in the SDEIS and expressed during the May 5 Public Hearing, the USACE has
informed the project partners that Alternatives 3A, 3B, and 4A are not approvable. We
understand that there is also some concern with the viability of Alternative 5 as well. FHWA is
seeking (copy attached) written confirmation from the USACE regarding the viability of each of
these alternatives, including the rationale for their determination on whether they are or are not
approvable. This information must be included in the LSS. Once we have a response from the
USACE we will finalize the alternatives that must be fully developed in the LSS.

Because the time lines established for agency tasks are optimal, and several of these tasks are
interdependent, it is critical that there be continual communication between all parties.
Assumptions that each party is using must be documented and verified so that individual agency
documents are consistent and compatible. Any changes in the assumptions may require
additional analysis and may impact assumed timelines for this effort. To that end, Janice Brown
committed herself, the Director of Planning and Program Development, Mike Leary and me to
attend the monthly Trinity Parkway meeting in Dallas. In addition FHWA along with USACE,
TxDOT and NTTA are initiating Trinity Technical Working Group meetings to develop the LSS.

The FHWA remains committed to assisting NTTA and TxDOT in the further development of
this important mobility project in North Central Texas.
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Ms. Dianna Noble, P.E.
June 24, 2009
Page 4

If you have questions, require additional information, or if we can be of assistance in moving this
process forward, please call.

Sincerely,
Salvador Deocampo
District Engineer

cc: Mr. Bill Hale, P.E., District Engineer, TxDOT Dallas District
Mr. Allen Clemson, Executive Director, NTTA
Mr. Kevin Craig, P.E., Acting Director TRCP, USACE Dallas
Ms. Cathy Gilmore, Chief Office of Planning and Coordination, EPA
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—— Texas Division 300 E. 8™ Street, Room 826
gfsi'msportuﬁon Austin, TX 78701-3255
Federal Highway June 24, 2009 Tel (512) 536-5950
Administration Fax (512) 536-5990

texas.fhwa@dot.qov
In Reply Refer To:
HA-TX

Mr. William Fickel, Ir.

Chief, Environmental Division
CESWF-EV

Department of the Army

Fort Worth District Corps of Engineers
819 Taylor Street, Room 3A14

Fort Worth, TX 76102

Dear Mr. Fickel:

Reference is made to our meeting on May 18, 2009 between that Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), the North Texas Tollway
Authority, the Texas Department of Transportation, and the city of Dallas. During this meeting
we had discussions regarding which alternatives for the Trinity Parkway project are not
considered viable by USACE. As you know alternatives 3C and 4B were developed to address
USACE’s concerns. However during the meeting it was mentioned that USACE had also
objected to alternative 5.

We have since reviewed the information provided in your letter dated October 6, 2006 which
included a September 27, 2006 enclosure with USACE’s comments. In that enclosure there were
several comments on the preliminary July 2006 Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (SDEIS) regarding the acceptability of alternatives 3A, 3B, 4 and 5.

Based on the responses to comments notebook accompanying the revised SDEIS titled
“Response to Comments” dated October 2008, FHW A interpreted that the development of the
two additional within floodway alternatives and refinements to alternative 5 had satisfied the
outstanding issues outlined in your October 6, 2006 letter. These were responses to USACE
comments for the July 2006 draft SDEIS (tab 1 IDs #384, 386-391, 398 and 400), and to the July
2008 revised draft SDEIS (tab 3 ID#s 2625 and 2649). We have enclosed a copy of your letter
and the pertinent comments and responses for your reference.

In order to provide guidance in the development of the analysis for our supplemental study to the
SDEIS and in the development by the city of the Levee Remediation Plan, we would like to

%k
2 3 K necaveRr ooy

N\ %
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Mr. William Fickel, Jr.
June 24, 2009
Page 2

confirm that alternatives 3A, 3B, 4A (originally alternative 4), and 5 are not approvable by
USACE and the rationale for that determination on each of the alternatives. However, if any of
these alternatives, most notably alternative 5 could be viable with some adjustments we would
like to know that as well. This information will be included in our Limited Scope Supplemental
(L.SS) document that will be developed to provide information on the Levee Remediation Plan
and the Least Harm Analysis needed to comply with EO 11988 (Flood Plain Management), EO
11990 (Protection of Wetlands), and 23 CFR 774 Section 4(f).

We look forward to our continued team effort to work on the Trinity Parkway, levee studies and

your upcoming environmental impact study for the levee improvements. Should you have any

questions please feel free to contact me at 512-536-5950 or Ms. Wilson at 512-536-5951.
Sincerely,

it D

Salvador Deocampo
District Engineer

Enclosures
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300

ATTENTION OF SEP 15 2009

Programs and Project
Management Division

Mr. Salvador Deocampo

District Engineer, Texas Division
Federal Highways Administration
300 E. 8™ Street, Room 826
Austin, Texas 78701-3255

Dear Mr. Deocampo:

This letter is in response to your letter to Mr. William Fickel, Jr., dated June 24, 2009,
requesting confirmation and rationale for determination that the proposed Trinity Parkway
alternatives 3A, 3B, 4A (originally alternative 4), and 5, as shown in the Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS), are not approvable by the United States Army Corps
of Engineers (USACE).

As noted in our letter dated October 6, 2006, our review of the information that was
submitted noted significant issues with the alternatives as proposed. These issues were outlined
in the letter and in the comments enclosed in that letter.

As acknowledged in the revised response to USACE Comment ID Numbers 2146, 2147,
2148 and 2149 (ID # 2625 in tab 3 of the enclosure to your June 24, 2009 letter), the revised
SDEIS addressed some of the issues identified, but did not address all significant issues related
to the referenced alternatives. Specifically, the revised responses addressed access for O&M,
flood fighting and surveillance, and fences. However, the responses did not address the USACE
issue that cuts, floodwalls and retaining walls will not be allowed that impact the existing or
planned expansion of the Dallas Floodway or Dallas Floodway Extension levees. Instead,
Parkway alternatives 3C and 4B were developed in an effort to avoid adverse impacts to the
levees ““...in order to carry forward at least two floodway alternatives the USACE would
consider viable options.” It is noted that no comparable revisions to alternative 5 were submitted
that address the adverse impacts to the levees from this alternative.

Therefore, Trinity Parkway alternatives 3A, 3B, 4A and 5, as presented in the SDEIS, cannot
be supported and approved by the USACE. If the Federal Highways Administration chooses to
pursue resolution of these issues through further revision of the alternatives, we welcome the
opportunity to continue our coordination efforts.
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Thank you again for the opportunity to cooperate in the interagency coordination on the
Trinity Parkway Environmental Impact Statement. If you have any questions concerning the
comments, please contact me at 817-897-1339.

Sincerely,
m 7 Q%fﬂ/
Kevin L. Craig, P.E.

Director
Trinity River Corridor Project
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US.Department Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
of Transportation Austin, TX 78701-3255
Federal Highway Tel (512) 536-5951
Administration Fax (512) 536-5990
texas.fhwa @dot.gov
In Reply Refer To:
: HA-TX

Trinity Parkway Alternatives
Response to Federal Highway Administration

Ms. Dianna Noble, P.E.

Dir, Environmental Affairs Division
Texas Department of Transportation
125 E. 11" Street

Austin, TX 78701

Dear Ms. Noble:

Reference is made to a letter dated September 15, 2009 (enclosed) from Kevin Craig from the

U. S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) as a response to our letter dated June 24, 2009
requesting confirmation from USACE that Alternatives 3A, 3B, 4A, and 5 were not approvable
by USACE. Mr. Craig’s letter indicates that 3A, 3B and 4A are not approvable by USACE and
that 3C and 4B were refinements made to address USACE’s comments. However, USACE
points out that Alternative 5 still had potential outstanding issues from USACE’s perspective, but
a refinement of the alignment was never presented nor discussed.

In order to confirm that Alternative 5 is no longer approvable, we are requesting that Alternative
5 be further reviewed to see if Alternative 5 can be refined to address USACE’s comments. In
order to attempt to maintain the schedule of deliverable deadlines, FHWA would appreciate this
requested information as soon as possible. Should you have any questions, please contact Anita
Wilson of my staff at 512-536-5951.

Sincerely,

b Loy —

Salvador Deocampo
District Engineer
Enclosure

*
ok
ek
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I Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 » (512) 463-8585

December 10, 2009

NH () | NEGETW EW
Response to FHWA Letter
Dallas County | DEC 14 2009 U

CSJ 0918-45-121 é /
By

N

Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH 183 to US 175/SH 310 Y v ‘/*’>
8

Janice W. Brown

District Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Austin, Texas 78701

Attention: Sal Deocampo
Dear Ms. Brown:

This letter is in response to a letter from Kevin Craig of U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) dated September 15, 2009 and subsequent letter from Mr. Sal Deocampo of your staff
received September 18, 2009 (attached) regarding the compatibility of Trinity Parkway SDEIS
Alternative 5 to USACE comments. Of particular concern expressed in your letter were issues
“...that cuts, floodwalls and retaining walls will not be allowed that impact the existing or
planned expansion of the Dallas Floodway.” This letter documents the efforts to avoid these
impacts by modifying Alternative 5 location and/or geometry.

This investigation identified two major areas of concern that could not be modified to meet
USACE comments without causing major impacts to other properties. The first issue is the
limited spacing between the east levee and the Lew Sterrett Justice Center between Commerce
Street and the Union Pacific Railroad. The second major issue is the impact to adjacent sumps at
underpasses of major cross streets, including Hampton Rd and Sylvan Ave. These issues are
discussed in more detail in the following paragraphs, and shown in attached plan/profile Figures
1 through 3.

Trinity Parkway Alternative 5 (Figures 1 & 2) — At the Hampton Rd. and Sylvan Ave. crossings,
the roadway, in its current location, is constrained by the Hampton Rd. bridge and the Sylvan
Ave bridge, and cuts into the existing levee. If the proposed Alternative 5 main lanes were kept
in the current horizontal location and the profile were raised to avoid cuts into the levee, there
would be inadequate clearance between Alternative 5 and the Hampton Rd./Sylvan Ave. bridges.
If the proposed roadway were realigned away from the levee so that there was no cut into the
levee, there would be a major impact to the drainage sumps running along the backside of the
levees.

THE TEXAS PLAN
REDUCE CONGESTION « ENHANCE SAFETY - EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY « IMPROVE AIR QUALITY
INCREASE THE VALUE OF OUR TRANSPORTATION ASSETS

An Eaual Oonortunitv Emnlaver

APPENDIX A-2 / PAGE 12 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS



Ms. Janice W. Brown - Page 2 - December 10, 2009

Trinity Parkway Alternative 5 (Figure 3) - At the Commerce St crossing, the proposed vertical
alignment shows the roadway going under Commerce St. with retaining walls being on either
side of the proposed roadway. The walls were necessary to retain the area filled between the
Lew Sterrett Justice Center and the existing levee. This fill extends up to the top of the existing
levee. Our assumption was that the levee template included a theoretical slope on the landside of
the levee. In the SDEIS location, the proposed Alternative 5 alignment cuts into the east levee
template. To modify the alignment where the east levee template is unaffected would mean
shifting the alignment to the northeast towards the Lew Sterrett Justice Center. There is only
approximately 45” between the roadway in its current location and the closest wall of the Justice
Center. Shifting the roadway would impact the two high-rise towers of the Justice Center.
Modification of the Alternative 5 profile to overpass Commerce St. would be constrained by the
close proximity of the UPRR bridge to the north, and the proposed Reunion Gateway and IH 30
to the south. Due to the close proximity of the other bridges upstream and downstream, the
Alternative 5 profile would need to stay elevated from just north of the Continental Blvd. bridge
to just south of the IH 35 Bridges (nearly two miles). No practicable alternative was found to
avoid the impacts to the levee in this area and not impact either the Lew Sterrett Justice Center or

the adjoining bridges. ‘
If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Elvia Gonzalez at
416-2610. ’

Sincerely, i ,

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.

Director of Environmental Affairs Division
Attachments

cc: Mr. Bill Hale, P.E., District Engineer, TxDOT Dallas District
Mr. Allen Clemson, Executive Director, NTTA
Mr. Kevin Craig, P.E., Director TRCP, USACE
Ms. Cathy Gilmore, Chief Office of Planning and Coordination, EPA
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P. 0. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300

REPLY 10

ATTENTION OF DE[\, 1 8 2009

CESWF-PM

Ms. Janice Brown

Division Administrator, Texas Division
Federal Highways Administration

300 E, 8th Street, Room 826

Austin, Texas 78701-3255

Dear Ms. Brown:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ (USACE) “Position Paper on Implementation of
Executive Order 11988 Floodplain Management and ‘Practicable Alternatives’ Analysis for the
Trinity Parkway Project” is enclosed.

This document was developed based on review of the Supplemental Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (SDEIS) for the Trinity Parkway Project, and presents the criteria which the
USACE feels is critical in an analysis under the subject Executive Order (EO). The document is
intended to promote and ensure consistency in our two agencies’ approaches to complying with
the EO. We request incorporation of these criteria into the analyses being conducted for the
Limited Scope Supplement (LSS) to the SDEIS.

We appreciate the opportunity to collaborate on a common framework for this analysis, and
look forward to continued coordination on this important project. If you have any questions,
please feel free to contact Mr. Kevin Craig, at (214) 671-9830 or at (817) 897-1339.

Sincerely,

Encl

Commanding

Copy Furnished: .
Michael Fallon, Southwestern Division
Jill Jordan, Assistant City Manager, City of Dallas

Printex on@ Recycled Paper
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U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, FORT WORTH DISTRICT

Position Paper on Implementation of Executive Order 11988 Floodplain Management and
“Practicable Alternatives” Analysis for the Trinity Parkway Project
December 10, 2009

Purpose

The goal of this paper is to more fully explore the District’s obligations under Executive Order (E.O.)
11988 and the Engineer regulations implementing the Order. The paper will explain the practical
alternatives analysis required by both the Order and Regulations. It will also address the Federal
Agencies’ (the Corps and Federal Highways Administration) regulations, a comparison of the requisite
analyses, issues that must be examined for the Corps practicability determination, and specific items
recommended for inclusion in FHWA’s Limited Scope Supplement (LSS) in order to facilitate
consistent analyses between the agencies.

. BACKGROUND

Two Federal Agencies, the Corps and the Federal Highways Administration (FHWA) are attempting to
complete separate but cooperative Environmental Impact Statements (EIS) and Records of Decisions
(ROD) that include consideration of the proposed Trinity Parkway to relieve traffic congestion in the
city of Dallas. The scope of FHWA’s EIS/ROD is limited to consideration of alternative alignments to
the Trinity Parkway. Of these alignments five are located primarily within the Trinity River floodway
which is a federally authorized flood protection project. Two of the proposed alternatives are located
along Industrial Boulevard outside the limits of the floodway. Though no preferred alternative has been
officially endorsed by either federal agency, the proposed tollway itself is commonly known as the
“Trinity Tollway” or “Trinity Parkway.” The City of Dallas and the North Texas Tollway Association
favors one of the floodway alternatives (3C) and it is further along in design detail than the other
alternatives.

The scope of the Corps EIS/ROD for the Dallas Floodway Project includes five elements: Levee
Remediation Plan (LRP); Flood Risk Management (FRM); Balanced Vision Plan (BVP); Interior
Drainage Plan (IDP); and Locally Preferred Project features (LPPF) which include the Trinity Parkway
and other proposed floodway modifications (i.e. bridge replacements, etc). The LPPF’s are included
because the Corps must approve them in accordance with 33 USC 408. The other elements are
authorized by Section 5141 of the Water Resource Development Act of 2007. The Corps intends to
cooperate with FHWA in identifying a Trinity Parkway alignment that will be considered in the Corps
EIS.

The Trinity Parkway has garnered constant publicity and extreme political scrutiny. Additionally, the
studies necessary to even consider the project require a great deal of time and money. All of these
pressures have led to challenges for the Agencies’ cooperative analyses. One of the most fundamental
complications, however, has been the differences between the agencies’ jurisdiction, priorities, and
requirements for analysis. Both agencies are required to consider the project’s affect on the floodway
and other environmental resources. However, the agencies’ authorizing statutes, rules and policies
appear to place different emphasis on the relative priority of these resources.

Il. EXECUTIVE ORDER 11988
Both the Corps and FHWA are required to consider E.O. 11988 on Floodplain Management. That

Order was issued “in order to avoid to the extent possible the long and short term adverse impacts
associated with the occupancy and modification of floodplains and to avoid direct or indirect support of
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floodplain development wherever there is a practicable alternative.” E.O. 11988 Floodplain
Management, 42 F.R. 26951, May 24, 1977." E.O. 11988 is applicable to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), the National Flood Insurance Act of
1968, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4001 et seq.), the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Public Law 93-
234, 87 Stat. 975), the Coastal Barrier Resources Act of 1982 (Public Law 97-348), and the Coastal
Barrier Improvement Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-591; 104 Stat. 2931). The Order requires agencies
to consider alternatives to actions within a floodplain. If an action is to be placed in a floodway, the
head of the agency must determine placement within the floodway is the only practicable alternative.
The agency must then design its action to minimize harm to and within the floodway and circulate a
notice explaining why the action is proposed to be located within the floodway.

Engineer Regulation (E.R. 1165-2-26) contains the Corps’s policy and guidance for implementing E.O.
11988. Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) rules on floodplain encroachment are contained in
23 C.F.R. Part 650, Subpart A, Location and Hydraulic Design of Encroachments on Flood Plains.

According to E.R. 1165-2-26, the Corps must first determine whether there are practicable alternatives
to placing a proposed project in a floodplain. E.R. 1165-2-26 defines “practicable” as “capable of being
done within existing constraints. The test of what is practicable depends upon the situation and
includes consideration of the pertinent factors, such as environment, cost or technology.” E.R. 1165-2-
26(4)(i).

The decision on whether a practicable alternative exists will be based on weighing the

advantages and disadvantages of flood plain sites and non-flood plain sites. Factors to be

taken into consideration include, but are not limited to, conservation, economics,

aesthetics, natural and beneficial values served by flood plains, impact of floods on

human safety, locational advantage, the functional need for locating the development in

the flood plain, historic values, fish and wildlife habitat values, endangered and

threatened species, Federal and State designations of while and scenic rivers, refuges, etc.

and, in general, the needs and welfare of the people.
E.R. 1165-2-26(7). This analysis must be conducted both for the project proposed in the floodplain and
any development expected to result from the project being placed in the floodplain. The analysis must
include alternatives such as placing the proposed project outside the floodplain, using other means to
achieve the purpose of the proposed project, and taking no action. If a determination that no alternative
to the flood plain exists, “it will be appropriately documented and the features or qualities of the flood
plain that make it advantageous over alternative non-flood plain sites shall be described and adequately
supported.”

I11. SECTION 4(F) - Parks, Recreation areas, Wildlife and Waterfowl Refuges, and Historic Sites

FHWA is subject to Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 and its various
amendments, codified at 49 U.S.C. § 303. This statute, however, does not apply to Corps’s analyses or
determinations. Although Section 4(f) is not applicable to the Corps and its decision making, the Corps
is required to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (33 C.F.R. 320.4) and
this will be incorporated into the Dallas Floodway EIS. If adverse effects to eligible historic properties
are identified, the Corps must consult with other parties to develop and evaluate alternatives or
modifications to the action that could avoid, minimize, or mitigate the adverse effects. Therefore, it

! A draft Executive Order designed to strengthen E.O. 11988 has been circulated by the White House.
Taryn Luntz, “Draft Executive Order Aims to Curb Floodplain Development.” The New York Times,
(July 21, 2009), http://www.nytimes.com/gwire/2009/07/21/21greenwire-draft-executive-order-aims-to-
curb-floodplain-64438.html. If implemented, agencies will be required to amend their existing
regulations and procedures within one year of the date of the new E.O. Current regulations will remain in
place until amended or replaced.
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would be prudent for the Corps and FHWA to agree on the eligibility of historic properties and the
affect of the Trinity Parkway alignments on these properties so the Corps determinations under Section
106 compliance are consistent with FHWA determinations under Section 4(f). This is critical in order
to support the consideration of a specific floodway alignment in the Corps EIS.

The unaltered statute is included in Appendix A for the reader’s convenience immediately below. Two
FHWA regulations the Corps believes are relevant to this paper are also included, in Appendix B and
Appendix C.

IV. COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS

The Trinity Tollway presents a unique situation for the cooperating agencies. Several alignment
alternatives are located within the floodway. If a floodway alternative is proposed, the Corps must
determine there is no other practicable alternative to the floodway. Comparatively, FHWA is subject to
33 U.S.C. 303 (section 4(f)) and its associated regulation. This regulation appears to be more stringent
than Section 106 of the NHPA or the Corps’s EO 11988 regulations concerning protection of historic
sites. Therefore, if the 4(f) analysis leads to a floodway alternative, based on avoidance of adverse
affects to historic properties, it may conflict with the Corps E.O. 11988 practicability determination,
which places emphasis on protection of floodplain values.

The Corps regulation is specific regarding what environmental factors must be analyzed in “weighing
the advantages and disadvantages of flood plain sites and non-flood plain sites.” Therefore, we have
reviewed the analyses included in FHWA Trinity Parkway SDEIS and made recommendations for
additional information and analyses to be completed for FHWA’s Trinity Parkway Final EIS. This will
support the consideration of a specific floodway alignment in the Corps EIS and avoid a conflict
between the agencies’ determinations.

V. RECOMMENDED ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS FOR FHWA LSS NECESSARY TO SATISFY
CORPS PRACTICABILITY ANALYSIS

USACE guidance ER 1165-2-26 specifies that all reasonable factors should be taken into consideration
when determining practicability. These factors are: conservation; economics; aesthetics; natural and
beneficial values served by flood plains; impact of floods on human safety; locational advantage; the
functional need for locating the development in the flood plain; historic values; fish and wildlife habitat
values; endangered and threatened species; Federal and State designations of wild and scenic rivers,
refuges, etc.; and in general the needs and welfare of the people. The resources considered in the
SDEIS have been sorted into these factors and recommendations for additional information and
analyses to be included in the Trinity Parkway LSS are provided to enable the Corps to determine if
there is a practicable alternative to placing the tollway in the floodway.

1) Conservation: includes Section 4.19 “Energy Requirements” and Section 4.22 “Irreversible
and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources” from the SDEIS. In addition, information
contained in Section 4.4 “Transportation” should be used as an indication of fuel consumption
based on various measures of alternative effectiveness (i.e. vehicle miles traveled, vehicle hours
traveled, average speed, congestion delay).

2) Economics: includes Section 4.6 “Economic Impacts” from the SDEIS. The SDEIS
identified estimated construction costs for each alignment and assessed affects to state, regional,
and local economies based on these construction expenses. The USACE recommends that an up-
dated analysis of the availability of suitable fill material from proposed excavation in the
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floodway be conducted based on recent soil boring data. The amount of suitable fill material
required for levee remediation and flood risk management measures should be estimated and a
determination made if additional suitable fill material is required for the Parkway alternatives. If
s0, the estimated costs of providing this additional material should be included in the alternatives’
construction costs.

The annualized cost of actions associated with the effects of a flood event greater than the 100-
year on the floodway alternatives (see item 5) should be included in operation and maintenance
costs.

The SDEIS also estimated the amount of tax value/revenue that would be lost with
implementation of each alternative. However, the SDEIS did not differentiate among
alternatives, the affect of induced development on the local, regional, or state economies and
rated all alignments as having “moderate” affects. This is probably adequate for USACE
assessment of practicability under ER 1165-2-26.

3) Aesthetics: includes Section 4.16 “Visual Impact Analysis” from the SDEIS. Thisis a
gualitative and quantitative assessment for the proposed alignments that classify the number of
visual intrusions/impacts as “none”, “strong”, “moderate”, or “weak”. This assessment
methodology appears adequate, but USACE recommends the LSS clarify how the final overall
visual impact from each alternative was determined (i.e., averaging all impacts, weighting for
some impacts, numerical tally of impact type?).

4) Natural and Beneficial Values Served by Floodplains: includes Section 4.1 “Land Use
Impacts”, Section 4.8 “Impacts To Waters of the U.S. Including Wetlands”, Section 4.11
“Topography Geology and Soils”, Section 4.12 “Water Quality Impacts”, and Section 4.13
“Floodplain Impacts” from the SDEIS. Section 4.13 addressed potential floodplain impacts from
FEMA flood mapping zones for each alternative and also provided a summary of impacts to the
100-year and SPF hydraulic criteria contained in the 1988 Regional EIS, Trinity River and
Tributaries (TREIS). The USACE recommends that hydraulic modeling (in accordance with the
Corps Trinity Parkway Hydraulic Modeling Position Paper) of all proposed actions (i.e. Levee
Remediation, Balance Vision Plan (BVP), Interior Drainage, and Locally Preferred Project
Features) within the floodway would ideally be included in the LSS to assess affects on the
TREIS ROD criteria. However, in deference to FHWA'’s scope of the LSS, USACE understands
this will be included in the FEIS. FHWA understands this will be completed in the USACE’s
comprehensive analysis and the results may require changes in FHWA'’s practicability and
Section 4(f) analyses.

Section 4.12 indicates that runoff abatement measures will be included in all alternatives to avoid
adverse effects to aquatic life resulting from highway pollutants and the estimated cost of these
measures appear to be the same for all alternatives. Recommend the LSS analyze whether there
would be greater need for these measures for the floodway alternatives since there are no existing
sumps that would capture pollutants. If so, the estimated cost of providing runoff abatement
measures for the floodway alternatives should be included.

5) Impact of Floods on Human Safety: The SDEIS did not specifically analyze the affects of a
flood event greater than the 100-year on the alternatives in the floodway. Recommend this be
completed for the LSS to include emergency closure operations, affects to alternate transportation
routes, and cleanup and repair actions. The estimated cost of this should be included in the
operation and maintenance costs for the alternatives in the floodway. Additional items that need
to be addressed include: (1) the potential for increased risk to both the flood risk management
and transportation missions if the Trinity Tollway serves as a functional component of flood
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protection; 2) the effect of linking the two missions on the Corps’s ability to perform emergency
operations and maintenance actions on flood risk management features; and 3)the effect of the
flood risk management mission on the transportation mission, considering the flood risk
management mission has precedence and priority over all other actions within the floodway.

6) Locational Advantage: includes Section 4.2 “Coordinated Planning and Design” from the
SDEIS. This section describes the cost savings and synergy that would occur primarily between
the within floodway alternatives and other proposed projects such as the BVP, AT&SF Railroad
Bridge, Floodway Levee Raise, and DFE. Recommend discussion of advantages to levee
remediation be also included.

7) Historic Values: includes Section 4.7 “Cultural Resources and Parklands” from the SDEIS
which includes identification and impact assessment for the proposed alternatives. The USACE
recommends development of more detailed historic contexts with specific local themes in order to
more effectively evaluate properties. For example, USACE recommends consideration of the
entire Trinity floodway (e.g., bridges, levees, sumps/pumps) as a historic district due to the
significant continuity of these structures united by physical development over time.

8) Fish and Wildlife Habitat Values / Threatened and Endangered Species: includes Section
4.9 “Water Body Modification; Vegetation and Wildlife Impacts” from the SDEIS. Quantitative
assessments of impacts to woodlands, aquatics, and grasslands are provided. Discussion on
potential impacts to Threatened and Endangered Species is also provided. No additional data is
recommended for inclusion in the LSS to meet USACE requirements.

9) Federal and State Designations of Wild and Scenic Rivers / Refuges: Since the Trinity
River is not designated as a Wild and Scenic River, the SDEIS did not assess potential alignment
impacts for this resource category and no additional data is recommended for inclusion in the
LSS to meet USACE requirements.

10) Needs and Welfare of the People: includes Section 4.3 “Social Impacts”, Section 4.4
“Transportation”, Section 4.5 “Relocations and Displacement Impacts”, Section 4.14 “Air Quality
Impacts”, Section 4.15 “Noise Impacts”, Section 4.17 “Hazardous Regulated Materials”, Section
4.18 “Utilities” and Section 4.20 “Temporary Impacts During Construction” from the SDEIS.

To meet USACE guidelines, recommend a reasonable attempt is made to avoid, minimize, and
mitigate for social impacts for all of the proposed alignments (i.e. realignment below DART
Bridge of 2A and 2B to avoid social affects.)

The USACE recommends that a Phase 1 ESA (ASTM 1527-00) be completed in order to better
judge the potential effects of each alternative on Hazardous Regulated Materials. Depending on
the outcome of the Phase 1 ESA follow up Phase 2 investigations are also recommended.

11) Functional Need for Locating Development in the Floodplain: There does not appear to
be a functional need for locating the tollway in the floodway.

The decision on whether a practicable alternative exists will be based on weighing the advantages and
disadvantages of flood plain sites and non-flood plain sites using factors 1-10 above. If a determination
is made that no practicable alternative to undertaking an action in the flood plain exists, the decision
must be appropriately documented and the features or qualities of the flood plain that make it
advantageous over alternative non-flood plain sites shall be described and adequately supported. The
public notice and statement of findings should include all of the items identified above.
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US.Depariment Texas Division 300 E. 8"“. Street, Room 826
of Transportation Austin, TX 78701-3255
Federal Highway Tel (512) 536-5900
Adminlstration Fax (512) 536-5990

texas @fhwa.dot.qov

April 15,2010
In Reply Refer To:
Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH 183 to US 175/SH 310 HB-TX
Dallas County
CSJ 0918-45-121

Ms. Dianna F. Noble, P.E.

Director of Environmental Affairs
Texas Department of Transportation
125 E. 11" Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Ms. Noble:

Reference is made to your letter dated December 10, 2009 documenting efforts to
refine the Trinity Parkway Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (TP
SDEIS) Alternative 5. As previously noted by the United States Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), Alternative 5, as presented in the SDEIS could not be supported
by the USACE. Your letter summarizes efforts to avoid the impacts and concerns
that USACE previously pointed out. You letter concludes that attempts to realign
and/or modify Alternative 5 (to a similar/equal level that Alternatives 2, 3 and 4 were
modified) would eliminate the alternative’s ability to address project need and
purpose or would result in subsequent extraordinary impacts to existing bridges and
buildings along the corridor.

As a result of our review of the information provided we had additional questions that
were forwarded via email to Elvia Gonzalez of your staff on J anuary 20, 2010. In
response to our questions the attached responses were provided from the consultant
via email on March 11, 2010. At this time we cannot conclude that Alternative 5is
dismissible based on those responses. Specifically we have follow up questions
regarding the responses provided:

Response to Question #1: Moving the alignment to go over the cross streets
would require substantial displacements. What is "substantial?" What is this
compared to? What is the relative increase versus the amount of relocations (and
what types) associated with other alternatives still under consideration?
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What is the magnitude as compared to other alternatives? The response you provide
should include some quantifiable data.

Response to Question #2: Completion of Alternative 5 on the landside of the
west levee would impact environmental justice neighborhoods. What does this mean?
More detail and clarification is needed. Does it mean additional relocations (and if so
what types), taking of employment or institutional/community centers, noise or visual
intrusions? When it states it would require two full crossings of the floodway, does
that mean that a completely landside alternative would need to cross the levees twice?
Does that mean crossing both the east and west levees once or crossing the west levee
twice?

Response to Question #3: Sumps could be moved within limits but would
require acquiring other adjacent lands which have been developed. No cost estimate
is provided. What is the approximate number of relocations (and what types)? By
how much does this increase the total relocations and how do the relocations compare
to other alternatives still under consideration?

Response to Question #4: Modifying the relocation of Alternative 5 would
require the relocation of the Lew Sterrett Justice Center. What is the basis for the
$68 million cost? Is it fair to assume that the issues involved in the relocation would
be comparable here? If so, we may be able to accept the $68 million as a low estimate
for the Lew Sterret Center relocation, These costs should be referenced to the overall
magnitude of the impact as compared to other alternatives.

Response to Question #5: The realignment of Alternative 5 would have
impacts to vacant land anticipated for redevelopment. This does not appear to be an
issue and therefore is not a valid reason to dismiss the alternative. The location of a
proposed overlook can be changed or modified.

In summary, the responses to questions 1 thru 4 were too limited for FHWA to make
an informed decision regarding Alternative 5. The responses did not provide the
needed data in any order of magnitude to assist us in consideration of these changes.
We require this information as detailed above to put Alternative 5 in perspective with
respect to the remaining alternatives. Additional information is required in order to
adequately evaluate whether Alternative 5 can be modified to address the USACE’s
concerns or if it should be dismissed with justification.

Should you have any questions, please contact Anita Wilson at 536-5951.

Sincerely yours,

o, W

Salvador Deocampo
District Engineer

Enclosure
Cc: Kevin Craig, USCOE w/enclosure
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Lindsey Kimmitt Date: May 11, 2010
Environmental Affairs Division

FROM: H. Stan Hall, P.E, Originating Office:
Advanee Project Development

SUBJECT: Section 4(f) Evaluation
51 0918-45-121
Trinity Parkway: From SH 183 / I-35E to US 175/ SH 310
Dallas County

In a letter dated February 2, 2009, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
issued a determination that Section 4(f) requirements (49 U.S.C. 303) do not apply
to the use of land for the proposed Trinity Parkway within the Trinity River
Greenbelt Park between Westmoreland Road and the Atchison Topeka & Santa Fe
(AT&SF) Railroad Bridge, However, the letter indicated clarification was needed
on the involvement of the Trinity Parkway Build Alteratives wathin the area
known as the “Great Trinity Forest” to the south of the AT&SF Railroad Bridge,
and specific information was needed concerning the intended use and function for
these lands in order to determine if the area may be subject to Section 4(f).

The February 2009 Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS)
and Draft Section 4(f) Evaluation provided a history of park and recreational
planning in the study area and considered whether Section 4(f) applied to the Great
Trinity Forest lands potentially affected by the Trinity Parkway Build Alternatives,
The following paragraphs and enclosed documentation provide additional
information necessary to support a Section 4(f) applicability determination by the
FHW A regarding the Great Trinity Forest,

The Great Trinity Forest is a generic name that refers to approximately 6,000 to
7,000 acres of land deemed the largest urban bottomland hardwooed forest in
North America that is planned for multiple uses including flood control, ecosystem
restoration and mitigation, recreation, and parkland. The Great Trinity Forest
roughly includes the Trinity River main stem floodplain lying between the
AT&SF Railroad Bridge downstream to Interstate Highway (11) 20 and the
White Rock Creek floodplain upstream from the Trinity River to [H 30,

Within this area, approximately 4,600 acres are lorested and the remaining
acreage is primarily grassland and urban areas. There are cight existing parks
totaling approximately 1,980 acres located within the Great Trinity Forest. These
include Moore Park, Rochester Park, Devon-Anderson Park, Genaro Park, Joppa
Preserve, McCommas Bluft Park, Whiterock Creek Greenbelt, and a greenbelt
park at 1H 20 between the Trinity River and Dowdy Ferry Road. An overview
map is enclosed showing the suggested boundaries of the Great Trinity Forest and
the existing parks within this area, based on information available from the City of
Dallas (see enclosed “Great Trinity Forest — Overview” map). The map also
shows the Great Trinity Forest in relation 1o the proposed ROW for the Trinity
Parkway Build Alternatives, The proposed alternatives do not encroach upon any
existing publicly owned parks, recreation areas, or wildlife/waterfow! refuges

APPENDIX A-2 / PAGE 22 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS



Lindsey Kimmitt Page 2 May L1, 2010

within the area considered to be the Great Trinity Forest, However, because the City's plans for the
area include these types of uses and because the FHWA has requested additional information,
potential Section 4(f) applicability has been examined further,

As discussed in the SDEIS, The Great Trinity Forest Master Plan approved by the Dallas City
Council in March 1997 proposes recreational development and outlines the acquisition and
preservation of bottomland hardwood forest within the area, much of which is privately owned.
The City’s goal for land acquisitions is over 2,500 acres, which would knit together the existing
public parks and open space into a vast, contiguous corridor of public lands. This master
planning effort was built upon many previous studies and plans for the Trinity River Cormidor
and is designed to work within the context of these plans, including flood control improvements
proposed by the U8, Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and transportation projects such as the
Trinity Parkway (proposed action). Real estate acquisition in the Great Trinity Forest is ongoing.

One of the key elements to Section 4(f) applicability is public ownership. In fact, for parks,
recreation areas, and wildlite and waterfowl refuges, Section 4(5) property by definition means
“publicly owned land™ that must also be formally designated as one of the enumerated types and
determined to be significant for such purposes [23 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §774.17].
Simply meeting the criteria of tormal designation and significance does not pass the test.
According to the FHWA Section 4/} Policy Paper, Section 4(1) is not applicable to privately
held properties planned for park or recreation purposcs, even though they may be formally
incorporated into a public agency Master Plan, An analysis of case law is also instructive on the
issue of whether private property “planned” for park or recreational uses is subject to Section
4(1). In Nat'l Wildlife Fed'n v. Coleman, 529 F.2d 350 {5"’ Cir. 1976}, the court determined that
for Section 4(f) to apply to certain lands at issue in the case they had to be publicly owned,

In Davis vs. Mineta, 302 F.2d 1104 (10™ Cir. 2002), two separate parks were planned within
areas potentially affected by a highway project. One of the planned park areas was partially
owned by private landowners and partially by the state. The second area was planned in a
municipal master plan to be parkland, but the lands were privately owned. The courts found
that the privately owned land did not qualify for Section 4(f) protection. Only the portions of
planned park that were publicly held by the state were subject to Section 4(f).

According to 2009 Dallas Central Appraisal District records and information provided by the
City of Dallas on recent acquisitions, 439 parcels (out of 830 parcels) totaling approximately
4,581 acres are publicly owned (i.c., city, county, and state ownership) in the area considered to
be the Great Trinity Forest (roughly 76 percent of the total area). The majority of these public
holdings are located south and east of the proposed project. It is important to reiterate that
approximately 1,980 acres, or roughly 43 percent, of the 4,581 acres that are publicly owned
within the Great Trinity Forest are currently dedicated as parkland, none of which would be
affected by Trinity Parkway. The Great Trinity Forest land within the proposed ROW footprint
of the Trinity Parkway Build Alternatives is comprised of 10 parcels owned by private
landowners and six publicly owned parcels (see enclosed “Property Ownership — Proposed
Trimity Parkway & Great Trinity Forest” map, corresponding parcel information table, and Dallas
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County deed records). As demonstrated above, Section 4(f) does not apply to the privately
owned lands, Two of the six publicly owned parcels are currently designated and used as ROW
for city streets (Forest Avenue and Martin Luther King (MLK) Jr. Boulevard) that enter or cross
the area considered to be the Great Trinity Forest. By definition, a “use” under Section 4()
occurs when land (of a public park, recreation area, wildlife and waterfow! refuge of national,
State, or local significance) is permanently incorporated into a transportation facility (23 CFR
§774.17). The crossing of these two ROW parcels by the proposed project should not be
considered a “use” because there is already a transportation use, The following table provides
data on the remaining four publicly owned parcels from which land would be required for
Trinity Parkway,

Size Deed
Address Owner Transfer Zoned Notes/Use
{Acres) Date
13071 McDonald St 36.25 City of Dallas | June 2008 Industrial Vacant storage warehouse and
| manufacturing | paved parking
| 4601 3. Lamar St. 30.84 City of Dallas | June 2009 Industrial WVacant land
| . manufacturing |
4601 5. Lamar SL 337 City of Dallas | June 2009 Industrial Vacant land
) ranufacturing
1000 MLK Jr: Bhed. 5.806 City of Dallas | 1912 Industrial Wacant, identified as an inactive
manufacturing | municipal solid waste landfill
known as the Forest Avenue
landfill (see SDEIS Table 3-37,
| | 1D No, 42)

Source: Dallas Central Appraisal Distriet (2008 and information provided by lhe Gity of Dallas

The four parcels in the above table total approximately 76.27 acres, of which 0.02 to 5.35 acres
(0.03 to 7.01 percent) would be needed for Trinity Parkway, depending upon the alternative.
The proposed Trinity Parkway ROW would only represent roughly 0.1 percent of the publicly
owned land within the entire Great ‘Trinity Forest area. Although none of the four publicly
owned parcels needed for Trinity Parkway are presently functioning as parkland and there are no
existing recreational amenities, the inclusion of these parcels in the City’s park and recreational
master plans for the area serves as evidence of future designation for such purposes. Because
these plans also include references to Trinity Parkway, the issue of joint planning was carefully
examined since this is a critical element in determining Section 4({) applicability in the case of
the Great Trinity Forest.

The FHWA’s Seetion 4(f) Palicy Paper suggests that the requirements of Section 4(f) do not
apply in scenarios where a park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfow] refuge is jointly
planned with a highway project. The Section 4(f) regulations state the following:

“When a property is formally reserved for a future transportation facility before or at the
same time a park, recrcation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge is established and
concurrent or joint planning or development of the transportation facility and the Section
4(f) resource occurs, then any resulting impacts of the transportation facility will not be
considered a use.” (23 CFR § 774.11(1)).
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An analysis of case law also indicates that joint planning precludes a property from being subject
to Section 4(f). In Sierra Club v. Dole, 948 F.2d 568 (9" Cir. 1991), the court stated that,

“[w]here a park and a road are jointly planned on land which previously had neither park
or road. . .no consensus is being upset. The community is not changing its mind about the
type of park and road it would have, but is making the determination in the first instance.
It is difficult to see how the road would significantly and adversely affect the park.”

(948 F.2d 575)

As stated in The Great Trinity Forest Master Plan, part of the purpose of the plan is to illustrate
how other transportation, flood prevention and recreational improvements along the Trinity River
will be incorporated. The master plan includes a section dedicated to “Coordination with other
Trinity Planning Efforts” which points out that,

“[t}he Trinity River has been the focus of an extensive amount of planning, ranging from
the Trnity River Corridor Major Investment Study by the Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT), the U.5. Army Corps of Engineers’ study of the extension of
the Dallas Floodway, and the development of recyeational trails in the Trinity River
Corridor,™ '

The development of the master plan involved review and input from TxDOT. This provided for
coordination with Trinity Parkway as well as other planned transportation projects in the area,
The master plan includes a section titled “Transportation Influences” that references Trinity
Parkway and states that the proposed tollway would benefit the Great Trinity Forest by
improving access along the upper end of the Trinity River Corridor. The plan indicates this
could be accomplished due to the proposed Trinity Parkway connections at Corinth Street and
MLEK Jr. Boulevard, which could be direct access points into the Great Trinity Forest. Figure 2.6
(Transportation Influences) and Figure 5.2 (Potential Access Improvements) in the master plan
show an approximate route for the proposed Trinity Parkway that generally matches the
alternatives under consideration in the area of the Great Trinity Forest (see enclosed Figure 5.2),
The master plan states that it is intended to ensure flexibility and is designed to work within the
context of other planning along the Trinity River, specifically citing the USACE proposed flood
control improvements and the Trinity Parkway. In addition to documenting joint planning
efforts, the inclusion of a Trinity Parkway alignment along with a commitment to providing
compatibility with an overlapping tollway location in The Grear Trinity Forest Master Plan
should be viewed as reservation for a future transportation facility, much the same way as the
master plan serves as designation of the publicly owned lands within the area for future park and
recreational purposes. Additional examples of joint planning efforts involving both the Trinity
Parkway and the Great Trinity Forest are provided below.

Since the adoption of The Great Trinity Forest Master Plan in 1997, the City of Dallas has
developed a master plan for extensive development of recreational, transportation, and
environmental restoration elements for the Dallas Floodway known as 4 Balanced Vision Plan
(BVP) for the Trinity River Corridor (see enclosed BVP map). The improvements planned as
part of the BVP would serve as a centerpicce anchoring the public parks and open space along
the Elm Fork and within the Great Trinity Forest located upstream and downstream of the Dallas
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Floodway. The BVP includes provisions for implementing various components of The Grear
Trinity Forest Master Plan and the Trinity Parkway project that were funded as part of the City's
1998 bond program. On May 2. 1998, the City of Dallas held a Capital Bond Program election
to fund [1 propositions. The bond election passed in its entirety, including Proposition 11 that
authorized the issuance of $246 million general obligation “Trinity River Corridor Project”
bonds, specified to include “floodways, levees, waterways, open space, recreational facilities,
the Trinity Parkway and related street improvements, and other related, necessary, and incidental
improvements to the Trinity River Corridor,” Propaosition 11 was subdivided inta the following
program categorics:

. Dallas Floodway Extension - $24,700.000

. Elm Fork Levee - $30.000,000

. Transportation Improvements - 118,000,000 (584 million has been allocated for
the Trinity Parkway)

H Great Trinity Forest - 341,800,000

. Chain of Lakes - $31,500,000

The funding outlined above is available for use in preparing environmental studics, schematic
plans, detailed design, ROW acquisition and relocation assistance, utility relocations, and
construction. The City is currently utilizing these funds for acquisition of lands associated

with the overall *“Trinity River Corridor Project.” According to records provided by the City

of Dallas, the three properties at 1301 McDonald and 4601 S, Lamar were each acquired through
eminent domain proceedings for public use in conjunction with the Trinity River Corridor
Project using the 1998 bond funds.

The City of Dallas Trinity River Corridor Comprehensive Land Use Plgn, adopted in March
2003 and amended in December 2009, also includes provisions for both the Trinity Parkway and
Great Trinity Forest. The comprehensive land use plan establishes general principles that will
direet preparation of detailed plans for the area, and provides guidance about appropriate land
uses and development patterns for the corridor. This *blueprint” for the future shows a general
Trinity Parkway alignment slightly overlapping the extreme northern edge of the Great Trinity
Forest (see enclosed “Trinity River Corridor Future Land Use Plan” map). The implementation
strategy in the comprehensive land use plan also specifically identifies the North Texas Tollway
Authority (NTTA) as a partner agency due to its role in the development of the proposed Trinity
Parkway project in the Trinity River Corridor,

The Great Trinity Forest Master Plan, the City’s BVPE, and the Trinity River Corridor
Comprehensive Land Use Plan all acknowledge that several local, state, and federal government
agencies are in the process of planning, implementing, or constructing various projects within the
Trinity River Corridor. These projects include flood control, transportation, recreation, utilities,
land use planning, and environmental restoration. Many of the proposed projects located within
the Trinity River Corridor have parallel planning processes, overlapping objectives, and require a
coordinated design and project approval process. The previously mentioned City of Dallas
Trinity River Corridor Project is the overall name for a series of proposed projects along the Elm
Fork and main stem of the Trinity River, supported by the City as part of an initiative to improve
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flood control, downtown access, aesthetic value, recreational opportunitics, and the economie
potential of the Trinity River Comdor and surrounding communities. The Trinity River Corridor
Project incorporates the proposals from these agencies into one cohesive plan. The Trinity River
Corridor Project is widely publicized and is being managed by a consolidated interagency office
at Dallas City Hall, The NTTA participates in this cooperative multi-project planning effort with
the City of Dallas, Dallas County, TxDOT, the FHW A, the North Central Texas Council of
Governments, and the UUSACE. Throughout the planning and project development process, the
partner agencies have participated in numerous meetings and workshops to maintain consistency
and compatibility of the various undertakings within the cormidor, The project elements, which
include the Trinity Parkway and Great Trinity Forest, are described in detail on the City of Dallas
website: www . irinityrivercorridor.org. A “Trinity River Corridor Project” map is enclosed
showing the various elements of the overall project. As demonstrated by this cooperative
strategy, which has been agreed upon by the partner agencies, the City’s efforts associated with
the Great Trinity Forest are being performed concurrently with the Trinity Parkway project.

This recognition and commitment does not alter the independent utility of these projects. It is
simply a strategy intended to allow the partner agencies to make informed decisions regarding
their projects within the context of other agency actions. |

In terms of impacts. regardless of Section 4(f) applicability, the proposed Trinity Parkway Build
Alternatives would only encroach upon the outer limits of the suggested boundaries of the Great
Trinity Forest. The area is already inundated with industrial development, major arterial strects,
IH 45, and several rail lines (Dallas Area Rapid Transit, Burlington Northern Santa Fe, Union
Pacific, and the abandoned AT&SF Railroad Bridge). The proposed Trinity Parkway Build
Alternatives would not be visible from the vast majority of the Great Trinity Forest. As a resull,
it is not expected that the proposed alternatives would adversely affect the Great Trinity Forest,
Notably, the City of Dallas Park and Recreation Department (PARDY), has indicated that none of
the Trinity Parkway Build Alternatives would have a negative impact to any existing or planned
parks and recreational areas in the projeet study area (see SDEIS Appendix A-1).

In summary, the Trinity Parkway Build Alternatives would not require the “use” of any publicly
owned land from an existing public park, recreation arca, or wildlife/waterfowl refuge within the
Greal Trinity Forest. None of the publicly owned land needed for Trinity Parkway within the
arca considered as the Cireat Trinity Forest 1s currently functioning as parkland and there are no
existing recreational amenities. While the area is included in long-range park and recreational
master plans, there is a well-documented history of joint development of the Trinity Parkway
with the Great Trinity Forest. These master planning documents show a Trinity Parkway
alignment overlapping the Great Trinity Forest that is consistent with the Trinity Parkway Build
Alternatives currently under consideration. The proposed project would involve a very small
portion of the outer periphery of the Great Trinity Forest that isa transitional zone between the
surrounding urban environment and the floodplain woodlands. The influences of the local
fransportation system are already part of the physical characteristics in this area. The City of
Dallas PARD does not consider the extent of the Trinity Parkway involvement with the Great
Trinity Forest to be detrimental to the arca.
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[n conclusion, the North Texas Tollway Authority, managing agency for the Trinity Parkway,
requests concurrence that Section 4(1) should not apply to the Great Trinity Forest {or the
reasons discussed above. We thus are requesting confirmation of this finding in writing,

If any additional information is needed, pleasc contact Tim M. Neshitt, P.E. at (214) 320-6245.

@\H Stan HHall, P.E. —

Bnta ict Advance Project
Development Engineer

Attachments
TMMN:tmn ;
Copy to: C-5E (091845-121 /85

2::’..
%
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I Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 E. 11TH STREET * AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 » (512) 463-8585
June 21, 2010

NH
Response to FHWA Letter
Regarding Alternative 5 — Split Parkway (Landside)
Dallas County
CSJ 0918-45-121

Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH 183 to US 175/SH 310

Ms. Janice W. Brown

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Ms. Brown:

This is in response to follow up questions received from the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) by letter dated April 15, 2010 addressed to Ms. Dianna Noble,
P.E., TXDOT Director of Environmental Affairs, regarding information provided in
previous correspondence about the feasibility of realigning and/or modifying the Trinity
Parkway Alternative 5 — Split Parkway (Landside). As mentioned in previous
correspondence, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers has stated the original Alternative 5
as presented in the Trinity Parkway Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement is unapprovable due to impacts to the Dallas Floodway levees. The
possibility of shifting the Alternative 5 main lanes away from the levees to avoid these
impacts has been evaluated. Our understanding is that an exhibit showing a
preliminary diagram of the modified version of Alternative 5 along with hard copies of
layouts were delivered to FHWA by the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA) on June
18, 2010.

This letter is intended to provide the data requested by the FHWA to support a decision
regarding the viability of a modified version of Alternative 5. The following responses to
FHWA's questions were provided by the NTTA and their consultant via the TxDOT
Dallas District Office. The original comments from NTTA/consultant and FHWA
questions are repeated below for reference:

Response to Question #1: Moving the alignment to go over the cross streets
would require substantial displacements. What is “substantial”? What is this
compared to? What is the relative increase versus the amount of relocations (and
what types) associated with other alternatives still under consideration? What is
the magnitude as compared to other alternatives?

THE TEXAS PLAN

REDUCE CONGESTION » ENHANCE SAFETY « EXPAND ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY « IMPROVE AIR QUALITY
INCREASE THE VALUE OF OUR TRANSPORTATION ASSETS

An-Equal Opportunity- Employer
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The displacements would be substantial in comparison to the original alignment of
Alternative 5. Approximate displacements and displacement types for the original
Alternative 5, the modified Alternative 5, and the other alternatives still under
consideration are listed below:

Table 1. Displacements

Com ;‘;g& Polic
Resi | mer- | Count e/ DISD
den- | cial/ | y/ Le\’/ee Fire | o, | Facil Z'i}’ Ce | 1o
Alt tial | Indust | State Operat Stati ool ty Wors me- al
Buildi | rial | Faciliti ﬁ)n on Buildi | *,° | tery
ng | Buildi | es N | Buildi ng P
Buildin
ng g ng
2A | 8 | 272 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 | 285
2B | 6 228 0 5 2 0 4 0 0 | 245
3C | 6 29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 35
4B | 11 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 35
5~
ori | 20 39 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 | 62
g
5__
Mo | 131 | 162 3 1 0 0 0 6 0 |303
d

Note: The estimated number of displaced buildings/structures is shoWn in this table;
however, the number of individual businesses displaced may be higher due to
multiple tenants in some buildings.

As shown in the above table, the overall number of displacements caused by the
modified Alternative 5 would exceed Alternatives 2A and 2B, and it is important to
note that the modified Alternative 5 would result in a substantially greater number of
residential displacements compared to all the other alternatives. In addition, two
electric substations, six churches, the Lew Sterrett Justice Center (county jail
facility), the Dawson State Jail (located to the south across Commerce Street from
Lew Sterrett), and one building associated with the Dallas Floodway levee
operations office would be displaced. It is our understanding that an exhibit showing
the displacements for the modified Alternative 5 was delivered to FHWA on June 18,
2010 by NTTA.

Based on adjusted Dallas Central Appraisal District land and improvement values
(2009), the estimated costs associated with right-of-way (ROW) acquisition and
relocation assistance for the modified Alternative 5 are over $475 million. This
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amount would not include the approximate $273 million cost associated with
reconstructing the Lew Sterrett Justice Center and Dawson State Jail at new
locations, which is discussed further under the Response to Question #4.

Response to Question #2: Completion of Alternative 5 on the landside of the west
levee would impact environmental justice neighborhoods. What does this mean?
More detail and clarification needed. Does it mean additional relocations (and if
so what types), taking of employment or institutional / community centers, noise
or visual intrusions? When it states it would require two full crossings of the
floodway, does this mean that a completely landside alternative would need to
cross the levees twice? Does that mean crossing both the east and west levees
once or crossing the west levee twice?

Moving the Alternative 5 alignment completely landside of the west levee would
cause a substantial number of additional displacements/relocations within
environmental justice neighborhoods (i.e., minority and low-income residential
areas) primarily in West Dallas (see attached three rolls titled “Alternative 5C”
showing approximate plan view and profile of such a West levee Combined Parkway
Landside). Altering the alignment in this manner would substantially increase the
overall number of displacements, and in particular would increase the number of
residential displacements by 171. The relocations and displacements directly
caused by this alignment shift can be seen in the table below in comparison to the
number and type of displacements caused by the original Alternative 5.

Table 2. Displacements for a West Levee Combined Parkway - Landside

Com ggzg Polic
Resi- | mer- | Coun |’ el DISD
. . n/ ; .. | Plac | Ce

denti | cial/ | ty/ Levee Fire Sch Facili eof | m- | Tot
Alt al | Indust | State Opera Stati ool ty Wors | eter | al

Buildi | rial Facili _tion on Buildi hi

ng | Buidi | ty | g o | Buildi ng Py

ng uildi ng
ng

5—-
Orig 20 39 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 | 62
5C -
West
Levee
Combi
ned 191 98 1 2 0 0 0 6 0 298
Parkw
ay —
Landsi
de

Note: The estimated number of displaced buildings/structures is shown in this table; however, the number of
individual businesses displaced may be higher due to multiple tenants in some buildings.
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All of the residential displacements would occur in neighborhoods where the
affected 2000 Census block groups meet one of the following criteria: 1) the racial
and/or ethnic minority population percentage is higher than 50 percent; 2) the
percentage of the population below the U.S. Census poverty threshold exceeds 50
percent; and/or 3) the median household income is at or below the U.S. Department
of Health and Human Services poverty guidelines. Minority and low-income
populations within these neighborhoods would also experience visual impacts and
would be noise impacted. If this alternative is advanced for further evaluation, an
analysis would be necessary to determine if noise walls are reasonable and
feasible. If these impacts could not be sufficiently mitigated, and given the
availability of less intrusive routes, they could be viewed as disproportionately high
and adverse and/or discriminatory for minority and low-income groups, thereby
violating Executive Order 12898, FHWA Order 6640.23, and Title V! of the Civil
Rights Act.

In addition to the environmental justice concerns discussed above, the high number
of residential displacements could affect community cohesion in West Dallas. It has
not been determined whether available housing exists for residents to relocate
within the same community, which could prohibit displaced members of the
community from continuing present relationships.

When stated that the modified alignment would cause two full crossings of the
floodway, it was meant that combining the north and southbound lanes would cause
all six mainlanes to cross both the east and west levees twice, rather than just the
three southbound lanes as in the original Alternative 5. The levee crossings with the
additional lanes would involve additional pier penetrations of the levees compared to
the original Alternative 5, which would need to be mitigated with longer diaphragm
walls or another solution subject to approval by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
and the City of Dallas.

It should be noted that in the course of conducting the 1998 Trinity Parkway Corridor
Major Transportation Investment Study (MTIS), some alternatives were considered
but screened out from further evaluation. One of the goals throughout the MTIS/EIS
process has been to minimize impacts on local residents, while accomplishing the
purpose of the tollway. The MTIS looked at broad categories of transportation
improvements and a range of alternative configurations within these categories.

The MTIS involved a lengthy process of public input, technical study, and evaluation
with a stated mission of developing a locally-preferred plan of action to solve
transportation problems along the Trinity River Corridor and to integrate with
community plans and goals. Some alternative configurations within each category
for solving the transportation problems in the corridor were eliminated from further
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consideration because they did not meet minimum goals established by consensus
of the stakeholders as well as criteria set by federal and state regulations. Potential
impacts to natural, social, and cultural resources were part of the MTIS evaluation.
Alternatives considered in the MTIS and screened out for the “reliever route”
category included a six-lane conventional thoroughfare along the landside of the
west levee and a six-lane freeway with two high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes on
the landside of the west levee (see Alignment Options TL-2c and TL-8c,
respectively, in Table 6-1 of Appendix C in the MTIS). The major concerns for this
type of alignment included social and environmental impacts such as significant
visual and noise impacts. Based on stakeholder input early in the process for the
proposed project, a combined parkway landside of the west levee would not be
supported by the City of Dallas or the general public.

Response to Question #3: Sumps could be moved within limits but would require
acquiring other adjacent lands which have been developed. No cost estimate is
provided. What is the approximate number of relocations and how do the
relocations compare to other alternatives still under consideration?

Due to the importance of the sumps and associated pump stations for flood damage
reduction related to the Dallas Floodway system, the additional displacements and
costs that would be caused by the need to replace these features, and protections
that would apply to some of the sump areas under Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act, further evaluation of modifying Alternative 5 led to the conclusion that the best
possible option would be to shift the alignment of the main lanes far enough away
from the east and west levees to avoid longitudinal encroachment within sump areas
adjacent to the levees. Lateral crossings of a few sumps would be on structure,
resulting in only minor sump storage loss due to fill from bridge columns that could
be readily mitigated. Five roll plots titled “Alternative 5 Modified” which were
delivered to FHWA by NTTA on June 18, 2010, show the plan view and main lane
profiles of this modified version of Alternative 5.

Response to Question #4: Modifying the relocation of Alternative 5 would require
the relocation of the Lew Sterrett Justice Center. What is the basis for the $68
million cost? Is it fair to assume that the issues involved in the relocation would
be comparable here? If so, we may be able to accept the $68 million as a low
estimate for the Lew Sterrett Center relocation. These costs should be referenced
to the overall magnitude of the impact as compared to other alternatives.

According to available information from Dallas County, the relocation of the
Suzanne Kays Detention Center to the recently completed expansion (South Tower)
of the Lew Sterrett prison cost approximately $68 million. The cost of relocating the
Suzanne Kays Detention Center, which was a 1,008-bed medium security jail, was
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merely provided in previous correspondence as a base line for costs that could be
expected in order to relocate the much larger Lew Sterrett Justice Center. The total
capacity of the jail towers at Lew Sterrett is 7,074 inmates (North Tower — 3,292,
West Tower — 1,478, South Tower — 2,304), and the facility employs approximately
970 people making it one of the largest employers in the project study area.

Although it was not mentioned in previous correspondence regarding the viability of
modifying Alternative 5, relocation of the Dawson State Jail (located across
Commerce St. south of Lew Sterrett) would involve similar issues to relocating the
Lew Sterrett facility and would also require approval from the state legislature.
According to information obtained from the Texas Department of Criminal Justice,
the state jail employs 437 people and has a total capacity of over 2,200 inmates.
Finding a suitable relocation site and an interim facility to accept inmates currently
held at the facility would be problematic. Relocation and reconstruction costs would
be extremely high and the jail’s relocation would be further complicated by
contractual issues. Although the jail is owned by the state, it is operated and
maintained by a private company (Corrections Corporation of America) under
contract to the state.

Based on the recent $68 million cost for the 2304 inmate South Tower of Lew
Sterrett (~$29,500 per inmate), relocating the Lew Sterrett facility and the Dawson
State Jail would necessitate relocating a total capacity of 9,274 inmates. Assuming
a new location for the jails could be found, new facility construction costs alone may
be in the vicinity of $273 million.

The other alternatives under consideration (Alternatives 2A, 2B, 3C, and 4B) would
avoid the Lew Sterrett Justice Center and the Dawson State Jail. The geometric
constraints that prohibit avoidance of the county and state jail facilities are
considered a key fatal flaw to modifying Alternative 5 to meet USACE criteria.

Response to Question #5: The realignment of Alternative 5 would have impacts to
vacant land anticipated for redevelopment. This does not appear to be an issue
and therefore is not a valid reason to dismiss the alternative. The location of a
proposed overlook can be changed or modified.

Agreed.

Based on the additional information and responses to FHWA'’s questions provided in this
letter as well as in the exhibits and roll plots delivered to FHWA by NTTA on June 18,
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2010, the FHWA'’s determination regarding the viability of a modified version of Trinity
Parkway Alternative 5 - Split Parkway (Landside) is requested. If you have any
questions, please contact Elvia Gonzalez of my staff at 416-2610.

Sincerely,

IR

Lisa J. Hart
Director, Programs Management Section
Environmental Affairs Division

EGe
cc: Dallas District
EG

Reference: ENV 850
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US.Department Texas Division 300 E. 8"’_ Street, Room 826
of Transportation Austin, TX 78701-3255
Federal Highway July 16, 2010 Tel (512) 536-5951
Administration Fax (512) 536-5990

fexas.fhwa@dot.gov

In Reply Refer To:
Ms. Lisa I. Hart
Director, Program Management Section
TxDOT - Environmental Affairs Division
125 E. 11" Street
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Ms. Hart:

Reference is made to your letter dated June 4, 2010 requesting Section a 4(f) determination for
the Great Trinity Forest Park (GTFP) and its relationship with the various alternatives being
considered in the Trinity Parkway (TP) Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). We have
reviewed the documentation along with the subsequent transmittal of The Great Trinity Forest
Master Plan (The Plan) approved by the Dallas City Council in 1997. We have completed our
technical review of your letter, attachments and The Plan and are providing the following
comments:

The request identifies that the Section 4(f) property, GTFP, is planned for multiple uses
including flood control, ecosystem restoration and mitigation, recreation, and parkland. Within
the approximately 6,000 acres identified for eventual inclusion within the GTFP, approximately
4,600 acres are forested and the remaining acreage is primarily grassland and urban areas. The
request asserts that the proposed right-of-way for the TP build alternatives does not encroach
upon any existing publicly owned parks, recreation areas, or wildlife/waterfowl] refuges within
the GTFP, focusing on two central arguments to support that the requirements of Section 4(f) do

not apply:

1) Applicability of the Joint Planning Provision of Section 4(f) (23 CFR 774.11(i)) to exclude
the TP EIS from the requirement to conduct a Section 4(f) analysis for the GTFP.

For the purposes of assessing applicability of the joint planning provision, we primarily
considered information included within The Plan. We did not consider it necessary to review
in depth the information included in later planning efforts, such as the Balanced Vision Plan
and the Trinity River Corridor Comprehensive Land Use Plan since applicability of the joint
planning provision is intended for coordination efforts to reserve land for transportation uses
made prior to or at the same time as a designation of a park, recreation area, or wildlife and
waterfowl refuge, which we understand to have been accomplished for the GTFP with The
Plan. The Balanced Vision Plan and the Trinity River Corridor Comprehensive Land Use

*
Kk
* * * RECOVERY.COV
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APPENDIX A-2 / PAGE 36 TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS



Ms. Lisa Hart
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Page 2

waterfow] refuge, which we understand to have been accomplished for the GTFP with The
Plan. The Balanced Vision Plan and the Trinity River Corridor Comprehensive Land Use

Plan also aré more general in describing the intended uses and functions of the GTFP than
The Plan, as they are focused more on broader land use in Dallas.

This plan identifies areas for future acquisition to create an intact forest preserve, with
acknowledgement of flood control and transportation projects already identified within the
proposed GTFP boundaries. Page 5-1 echoes this intended multiple use by declaring that the
GTFP is ...”designed to work within the context of other planning along the Trinity River,
which includes... the Texas Department of Transportation’s (TxDOT) “Trinity Parkway”
which will improve access along the upper end of the corridor.” Figure 2.6 of the Plan shows
the approximate location of the TP project as a “proposed road on the thoroughfare plan”.
The identification of the TP within the text and the figures in The Plan support that the area
illustrated for the proposed transportation facility would meet the conditions of the joint
planning provision under Section 4(f), which would exclude the TP project from the need to
conduct a Section 4(f) analysis for potential impacts to the GTFP. However, The Plan also
identifies the major environmental and recreational resource within the GTFP as hardwood
forests (pg. 2-2). The Plan further states that “improved access will follow the philosophies
espoused above, in that greater access will not infringe on prime forested areas” (pg. 5-2). As
such, we interpret the Plan to acknowledge the right of future transportation facilities to
occupy land within the identified areas of the GTFP, but not if such use will impact adversely
prime forested areas. Prior to FHWA making a final conclusion on the applicability of the
joint planning provision of Section 4(f) to the GTFP for the TP project, we will need to
assess the impact of any proposed TP alternatives still under consideration to areas of
hardwood forest within the Park, particularly areas of mature vegetation which are identified
in The Plan as a priority for preservation. We understand that much of the area under
consideration for the proposed TP project is currently in use for urban development, but we
request that TxDOT provide to us data documenting whether or not the proposed build
alternatives currently under consideration would have the potential to adversely affect any
areas of hardwood forest with areas of mature vegetation specifically identified in the GTFP.

Additionally, one component within the “Concept Plan-for the Great Trinity Forest Park”, the
Northern Gateway, falls within the proposed TP project’s Area of Potential Effect (APE). It
would appear that the three alternate locations under consideration for the Northern Gateway
would not be within the impact area for alternatives 2A, 2B, and 3C (pg. 5-11). It is not clear
whether or not alternatives 4B and 5 would have the potential to impact these areas. We
request that TxDOT verify for each build alternative still under consideration whether or not
there is a potential to impact this planned park feature if the identified lands The Plan are
publicly owned. Figures 5-1, 5-3, and 5-5 also show proposed Priority 1 trails along the west
levees within the propesed TP APE. Alternatives 4B and 5 may have the potential to impact
these planned trails. If the areas planned to carry these trails are publicly owned at this time,
these planned features may also need to be further analyzed for potential effect prior to a
determination of applicability for the joint planning provision.

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS APPENDIX A-2 / PAGE 37



Ms. Lisa Hart
July 16, 2010
Page 3

TxDOT also needs to be aware that potential application of the joint planning provision for
the proposed TP project does not apply to the GTFP as a whole for all future transportation
projects with the potential to impact this property, as asserted by TxDOT in the conclusion of
their request letter. Figure 2.6 of the Plan shows additional transportation facilities planned to
the south of Loop 12. Page 2-8 summarizes planned projects within the GTFP to include the
proposed TP (linking IH 35E with TH45 and US 175). No other planned facilities are
specifically mentioned in The Plan (several existing roads that are abandoned are highlighted
for improvement to enhance access to the park, including Forest Lane south of MLK, Elam
Road, Simpson Stuart Road from IH 310 east, Linfield Road east of SH 310, Jim Miller
Road, Fairport Road, Longbranch Lane from south of Loop 12, and Locust Street). The Plan
specifically states that there are six broad categories of use for the parkland. Transportation is
not one of the identified categories and does not appear as a component of an identified
category (pg. 4-3 to 4-4). This further supports that the GTFP as a whole is not intended
broadly to serve as a multiple use resource with transportation as an accepted activity outside
of those areas identified on page 2-8, though any areas of the GTFP specifically identified for
non-recreation or preservation uses (such as utility lands or lands for flood conveyance only)
may meet the requirements for multiple uses. As such, we believe that there is no general
transportation exception to Section 4(f) for the GTFP under the joint planning provision or as
a multiple-use property with a transportation component and that future proposed projects
involving facilities not specifically mentioned in The Plan that would impact the GTFP may
have to meet the requirements of a Section 4(f) analysis. Such a determination will be made
on a case-by-case basis during individual project development activities for future proposed
transportation actions.

2) The requirements for a Section 4(f) analysis do not apply to privately owned land identified
in The Plan for future use as a park, recreation facility or a wildlife and waterfowl refuge.

We agree with the assertion in the request that the requirements of Section 4(f) do not apply
to land identified for future incorporation into a Section 4(f)-protected resource if those lands
are not currently publicly owned. Those lands within the planned GTFP that are currently
under private ownership are not subject to the requirements for Section 4(f) for the proposed
TP project. -

The request included as attachments copies of a number of legal documents reflecting the
City’s acquisition of land within the GTFP boundaries from 2000, 2004, 2008, and 2009. As
none of the attachments provided documentation of the intended use of the land being
acquired (no specification of use for park, recreation area, wildlife or waterfowl refuge or
reservation for transportation uses), we will rely on The Plan to designate for any future
application of the joint planning provision to these publicly owned lands for future
transportation actions on a case-by-case basis. The letter also made reference to the source of
funding for the purchase of land for the GTFP as primarily being a result of the 1998 bond
program which included Proposition 11 authorizing the issuance of $246 million general
obligation “Trinity River Corridor Project” bonds. We would like to take this opportunity to
remind all partners that if, in the future, the City pursues other funding sources, such as Land
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and Water Conservation Fund Act {Section 6(f)), and the proposed TP impacts those lands,
further discussion in the TP EIS will be required in addition to coordination with the
appropriate state and federal agencies.

Should you have any questions, please contact Anita N. Wilson at 512-536-5951.

Salvadm Deocampo
Dlstnct Engineer
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I Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. « 125 B 11TH STREET « AUSTIN. TEXAS 78701-2487 « 512 462-3525

October 1, 2010

NH ()

Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH183 to US 175/SH310
Dallas County

CSJ: 0918-45-121

Re: Section 4(f) Applicability to the "Great Trinity Forest" for the proposed Build
Alternatives being evaluated for the Trinity Parkway in Dallas, Texas (CSJ: 0918-45-

121)

Mr. Salvador Deocampo

District Engineer

Federal Highway Administration
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Mr. Deocampo,

In a letter dated June 4, 2010, the Texas Department of Transportation requested a
Section 4(f) determination for the "Great Trinity Forest" and its relationship with the
proposed build alternatives under consideration in the Trinity Parkway Environmental
Impact Statement. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) responded in a letter,
dated July 16, 2010, with comments requesting additional documentation on potential
impacts to prime forested areas and planned park features within the Great Trinity
Forest prior to making a final conclusion on the applicability of the joint planning
provision of Section 4(f) (23 CFR 774.11(i)) to exclude the Trinity Parkway from Section
4(f) requirements for the Great Trinity Forest. FHWA did agree that those lands within
the Great Trinity Forest that are currently under private ownership are not subject to the
requirements of Section 4(f) for the Trinity Parkway project.

Following receipt of the July 16, 2010 letter from FHWA, events occurred that have
implications for the proposed Trinity Parkway project in regards to Section 4(f). On July
29, 2010, the President of the United States signed the Supplemental Appropriations
Act, 2010 into law (Public Law No. 111-212). This federal legislation contains the
following language, which is pertinent for Trinity Parkway:

SEC. 405. (b) The Federal Highway Administration is exempt from the requirements of
49 U.S.C. 303 and 23 U.S.C. 138 for any highway project to be constructed in the
vicinity of the Dallas Floodway, Dallas, Texas.

Our position is the above exemption from Section 4(f) requirements should apply to the
proposed Trinity Parkway project. We request concurrence from FHWA that Section 4(f)
does not apply to the Great Trinity Forest, or any other public parks, recreation areas,
wildlife or waterfow! refuges, and historic sites of national, state or local significance,
where the Trinity Parkway project is concerned, and as such, no further action is
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required on this matter. We are requesting confirmation of this finding in writing to be
recorded in the project Administrative Record.

If you have any questions, please contact Lindsey Kimmitt at (512) 416-2547.

Sincerely,

T

Lisa J. Hart
Director, Programs Management Section
Texas Department of Transportation

Copy to:
Dallas District - Stan Hall
Reference: ENV 850
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS
441 G STREET, NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20314-1000

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

CEMP-SWD 0CT 19 2000

MEMORANDUM THRU Commander, Southwestern Division
FOR Commander, Fort Worth District

SUBJECT: Implementation Guidance for Section 405(a) of the FY2010 Supplemental Disaster
Relief and Summer Jobs Act (Public Law 111-212)

1. Section 405(a) of the FY2010 Supplemental Disaster Relief and Summer Jobs Act

(P. L. 111-212) provides that the Secretary is not required to make a determination under the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 470, et seq.) for the project for flood
control, Trinity River and tributaries, Texas, authorized by Section 2 of the Act entitled *‘An
Act authorizing the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and
harbors, and for other purposes,’” approved March 2, 1945 [59 Stat. 18], and as modified by
Section 5141 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 2007 [121 Stat. 1253].

2. This guidance applies to all USACE actions that may impact pertinent features of the existing
Dallas Floodway and any modifications to that project or features defined by Section 5141 of
WRDA 2007. These features may be located at any point along the Trinity River upstream from
the AT&SF Railroad Bridge at Trinity River Mile 497.37, to the confluence of the West and Elm
Forks at River Mile 505.50, thence upstream along the West Fork for approximately 2.2 miles
and upstream along the Elm Fork approximately 4 miles.

3. In accordance with Section 405(a) of P. L. 111-212, the built environment that comprises the
Dallas Floodway Project, as modified by Section 5141 WRDA 2007, will be examined,
described and considered only as a cultural resource within the context of the scope of impacts
that must be analyzed under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). For administrative
and public information purposes, a clear and concise descriptive narrative on the development,
function, composition and current operation of the Dallas Floodway will be prepared to satisfy
the requirements of NEPA. This narrative will focus on the Dallas Floodway as an engineering
system and may contain discussion of the significance of this cultural resource’s inherent
structural features or relationships between the Dallas Floodway and the historical development
of the City of Dallas. Any discussion of the significance of cultural resources shall be devoid of
explicit reference to the criteria used to determine eligibility for the National Register of Historic
Places.

4. As part of the NEPA process for the Dallas Floodway Project, as modified by Section 5141 of
WRDA 2007, Fort Worth District shall document and consider project alternatives and their

potential to affect the quality of the built environment. In addition to describing effects of
various project alternatives on the Dallas Floodway as an engineering system, the district shall

Printed on @ Recycled Paper
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CEMP-SWD

SUBJECT: Implementation Guidance for Section 405(a) of the FY2010 Supplemental Disaster
Relief and Summer Jobs Act (Public Law 111-212)

also document and consider mitigation measures. These mitigation measures shall be developed
to avoid, reduce, compensate or eliminate affects to those qualities of the built environment that
contribute to the cultural resource’s significant structural features or that affect those elements of
the built environment that contribute to the relationship between the Dallas Floodway and the
historical development of the City of Dallas.

5. It should be noted that the same limitations on the scope of impacts that must be analyzed as
identified in paragraph 3, above, also apply to features included in the Balanced Vision Plan
which require approval under 33 USC 408; and for analyses conducted pursuant to Section 404
of the Clean Water Act, 33 USC 1344 or Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899. This
guidance includes analyses for any permits required by the City of Dallas to complete repairs or
other actions necessary to correct deficiencies noted in the Periodic Inspection Report issued in
March 2009. This guidance also includes any actions necessary to enable the authorized project
to provide at least a 100 year level of protection while a more comprehensive solution is pursued
under Section 5141 of WRDA 2007.

6. In summary, the built environment and other evidence of human activities identified within
the geographic areas and associated projects or programs covered by section 405(a) will be
examined, described and considered only as cultural resources within the context of the scope of
impacts that must be analyzed under NEPA. There will be no determinations made under the
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 in accordance with Section 405(a) of P. L. 111-212.

BA

STEVEN L. STOCKTON, P.E.
Director of Civil Works

FOR THE COMMANDER:
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SEC. 405. (a) The Secretary of the Army shall not be required to make a
determination under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16 US.C.
470, et seq.) for the project for flood control, Trinity River and tributaries, Texas
authorized by section 2 of the Act entitled *‘An Act authorizing the construction,
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes”’, approved March 2, 1945 [59 Stat. 18], as modified by section
5141 of the Water Resources Development Act of 2007 [121 Stat. 1253].

]

(b) The Federal Highway Administration is exempt from the requirements of 49
U.8.C. 303 and 23 U.S.C. 138 for any highway project to be constructed in the
vicinity of the Dallas Floodway, Dallas, Texas.
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US Department Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
of Ransporkation Austin, TX 78701-3255
Federal Highwa 2 512) 536-595
s muwgﬂon y November 3, 2010 Tel (512) 1

Fax (512) 536-5990
texas.fhwa(@dot.gov

In Reply Refer To:
HA-TX
Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH 183 to US 175/SH 310
Dallas County
CSJ 0918-45-121

Dianna F. Noble, P.E.

Director of Environmental Affairs Division
Texas Department of Transportation

125 East 11™ Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Ms. Noble

Reference is made to your initial letter dated December 10, 2009 documenting efforts to refine
the Trinity Parkway Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (TP SDEIS)
Alternative 5. As previously noted by the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE),
Alternative 5, as presented in the SDEIS could not be supported by the USACE. Your
referenced letter summarized efforts to avoid the impacts and concerns that USACE previously
pointed out. Subsequent to your December letter, various emails between FHWA and TxDOT
have been exchanged where FHWA requested and TxDOT provided additional information that
FHWA considered necessary to assist in making a decision regarding Alternative 5. These
discussions and requests included a January 20, 2010 email from FHWA with subsequent
response email on March 11, 2010 from TxDOT, a letter from FHWA dated April 15. 2010 with
a response from TxDOT on June 21, 2010 and finally an August 20, 2010 email from FHWA
with a response from TxDOT on August 24, 2010.

Attempts to address USACE concerns included the development of two variations of Alternative
5: Alternative 5 Modified (Split Parkway — Landside) and Alternative 5C (West Levee
Combined Parkway — Landside). The extent of impacts was quantified by each of these
variations and was documented in your June 21, 2010 letter to FHWA. Based on the total sum of
information provided in TxDOT’s letters and emails, we have determined that Alternative 5
cannot be modified further to meet USACE requirements in order to be permitted if selected as
the preferred or recommended alternative (as was done to Alternatives 3 and 4). Therefore it is
no longer a reasonable or practicable alternative to be carried forward in the analysis for
alternatives in the Trinity Parkway EIS. Attempts to realign Alternative 5 would eliminate the

*
ok
* * * RECOYERY.G0V.
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Ms. Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
November 3, 2010
Page 2

alternative’s ability to address project need and purpose and would result in subsequent impacts
of extraordinary magnitude to the communities and to existing bridges and buildings along the
corridor.

Since Aliernative 5 is no longer a viable alternative, it should not be further analyzed in the
Limited Scope SDEIS or the Final EIS. These documents should describe the basis for which
Alternative 5 was dismissed. If you have any questions please contact Anita Wilson at 536-
5951.

Sincerely yours,

ettt Ly~

Salvador Deocampo
District Engineer

cc: Mr. Kevin Craig, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers
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l Texas Department of Transportation

DEWITT C. GREER STATE HIGHWAY BLDG. » 125 E. 11TH STREET « AUSTIN, TEXAS 78701-2483 » {512} 463-8585
January 20, 2011

NH ()

Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH183 to US 175/SH310
Dallas County

C8J: 0918-45-121

Re: Section 4(f) Exemption for the proposed Trinity Parkway project from IH-35E/SH-183 to
US-175/SH-310 in Dallas County, Texas

Ms. Janice Brown

Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Ms. Brown:

As you are aware, events occurred since the February 2009 publication of the Trinity
Parkway Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) that have
implications for the proposed project in regards to Section 4(f} of the U.S. Department of
Transportation (USDOT) Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303). On July 29, 2010, the President of
the United States signed the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2010 into law (Public Law
No. 111-212). This federal legislation contains the following language, which is pertinent
for the proposed Trinity Parkway project:

SEC. 405. (b) The Federal Highway Administration is exempt from the
requirements of 49 U.S.C. 303 and 23 U.S.C. 138 for any highway project to be
constructed in the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway, Dallas, Texas.

While there may be differing views on what constitutes the Dallas Floodway, a federal
flood conveyance and levee system carrying the main stem drainage flows of the Trinity
River, for the purposes of this letter, we are identifying the location of the proposed
project in relation to the Dallas Floodway levees, as there can be no dispute that areas
within the levees are part of the Dallas Floodway. As described in the aforementioned
SDEIS, the project study area boundary extends from the Dallas Central Business
District on the east to West Dallas on the west. The southern boundary is the US-
175/SH-310 interchange, and the northern boundary is the IH-35E/SH-183 interchange.
The project area includes the Dallas Floodway area within the levees upstream from the
Dallas Area Rapid Transit (DART) light rait bridge to approximately 2,500 feet
downstream of the confluence of the EIm Fork and West Fork. Figure 1 shows the
project study area and the build alternatives being considered for further analysis. All of
the build alternatives under consideration are located within this project area. The
alternatives under consideration are either located primarily inside the Dallas Floodway
levees or are very close, and in some areas directly adjacent, to the landside of the
levees and include crossings of sumps associated with the floodway system.

As shown on Figure 1, the project study area is no more than 2,800 feet from the levees
as measured between the east levee and the eastern limit of the study area and 2,500
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feet as measured between the west levee and the western limit. While the northern and
southern limits of the study area extend to approximately 1.3 and 2.0 miles away from
the levees, respectively, most if not all of the project study area and all alternatives are
within the generally recognized historic (pre-levee) floodplain of the Trinity River.
Figure 2 shows the current Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) floodway
and areas protected from the 100-year flood by the levees. Under any definition, the
project study area is immediately adjacent to the levees and thus in the vicinity of the
Dallas Floodway.

As presented in the SDEIS, Alternatives 2A and 2B would travel southwest from the IH-
35E/SH-183 interchange, passing over Commonwealth Boulevard, and turning to the
southeast to follow Irving Boulevard. These alignments would follow Irving and
Riverfront (Industrial) Boulevards for approximately 5.6 miles, passing south of
downtown to Corinth Street. South of Corinth Street, the alignments would bend in an
easterly direction to reach Lamar Street east of MLK, From this point, the alignments
would travel southeast along Lamar Street past IH-45 and would then turn east at Starks
Street to the US-175/SH-310 interchange.

Alternatives 3C and 4B would travel southwest from the IH-35E/SH-183 interchange,
passing over Commonwealth Boulevard and Irving Boulevard, and crossing the Dallas
Floodway east levee in the area west of Hampton/Inwood Road. These alignments
would turn south along the riverside of the Dallas Floodway levees, with Alternative 3C
following the east levee and Alternative 4B following the east and west levees in a split
mainlane configuration. South of the DART light rail bridge, the alignments would follow
the riverside edge of the future U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Dallas Floodway
Extension (DFE) east levee extension {Lamar Levee) up to a location approximately
1,500 feet downstream of MLK Jr. Boulevard. At this point, the alignments would cross
the future DFE levee and follow the landside of the levee to IH-45. The route would then
turn east, passing Lamar Street, and following Starks Street to the US-175/SH-310
interchange.

We believe that the project area and alternatives are "“in the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway,
Dallas, Texas” and it is our position that the above exemption from Section 4(f)
requirements should apply to the proposed Trinity Parkway project. We request
concurrence from FHWA that Section 4(f) does not apply to Trinity Parkway; and
therefore, a Section 4(f) evaluation is not required for potential impacts to any public
parks, recreation areas, wildlife or waterfow! refuges, and historic sites of national, state
or local significance where the Trinity Parkway project is concerned. We are requesting
confirmation of this finding in writing to be recorded in the project Administrative Record. If
you have any questions, please contact Lindsey Kimmitt at (512) 416-2547.

Sincerely,

c,mea@'f\fQ*\/

Mejlissa A. Neeley
Director of Project Delivery Management
Environmental Affairs Division
Attachments
bee: Dallas District - Stan Hall
Reference; ENV 850
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US.Department Texas Division 300 E. 8" Street, Room 826
of ransportation Austin, TX 78701-3255
Federal Highway February 23, 2011 Tel (512) 536-5950
Administration

Fax (512) 536-5990
texas.fhwa@dot.gov

In Reply Refer To:
HA-TX
Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH 183 to US 175/SH 310
Section 4(f) Exemption
Dallas County
CSJ 0918-45-121

Melissa A. Neeley

Director of Project Delivery Management
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 East 11" Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Ms. Neeley:

Reference is made to your letter dated January 20, 2011 for the proposed Trinity Parkway
Project and the applicability of Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of
1966 (49 U.S.C. 303) and the federal legislation signed on July 29, 2010 known as the
Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law No. 111-212).  As presented in your letter
we recommend that the request be modified to address the following comments and
clarifications:

1. The letter as presented does not provide a proper definition of the Dallas floodway for
the purposes of this project. To be effective and consistently interpreted it should be
more specific than what is mentioned on page 1, second paragraph where it says "are
very close, and in some area directly adjacent.” The description should provide actual
distances from the floodway.

2. On page 2, paragraph 1 talks about the "pre-levee" floodplain. What is the
significance of this for our current determination? How does the pre-levee condition
connect to the recommended area for Section 4(f) exemption?

3. On page 2, paragraphs 2 and 3 should more appropriately appear earlier in the letter,
in the area of the introduction of the project area.

*
* X
* * * RECOVERY.GOV
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Ms, Dianna F. Noble, P.E.
February 23, 2011
Page 2

4. On page 2, last paragraph should emphasize that the Section 4(f) exemption would
apply to all alternatives still under consideration for the proposed Trinity Parkway

project.

Please provide us a revised letter that addresses our comments presented above. If you have any
questions please contact Anita Wilson at 536-5951.

Sincerely yours,

NS D P

Salvador Deocampo
District Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0O. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

March 24, 2011

Planning, Environmental, and Regulatory Division
Regulatory Branch

SUBJECT: Project Number SWF-2011-00049 Dallas Floodway Approved Jurisdictional
Determination

Mr. Danny Griffith

Vice President

Halff Associates, Inc.

8616 Northwest Plaza Drive
Dallas, Texas 75225

Dear Mr. Griffith:

This is in reference to your correspondence dated March 11, 2011, requesting a
reverification and time extension of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) approved
jurisdictional determination for the Dallas Trinity River Floodway, for the City of Dallas, in
Dallas County, Texas. The original jurisdictional determination was issued by USACE letter
dated June 19, 2006 to Mr. David Morgan, Halff Associates Inc., under USACE Project Number
200000308. This reverification has been assigned Project Number SWF-2011-00049. Please
include this number in all future correspondence concerning this project. Failure to reference the
project number may result in a delay.

We have reviewed the site in question in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act (Section 404) and Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 (Section 10). Under
Section 404, the USACE regulates the discharge of dredged and fill material into waters of the
United States, including wetlands. Our responsibility under Section 10 is to regulate any work
in, or affecting, navigable waters of the United States.

Based on a field visit by a member of my staff, the report that you submitted, and other
information available to us, we concur with the information you provided concerning waters of
the United States and navigable waters of the United States in the above referenced report. We
have determined that there has not been a significant change in the location of waters of the
United States from the date of the original jurisdictional determination and we have determined
that an extension of the approved jurisdictional determination is in the public interest.
Department of the Army authorization would be required for the discharge of dredged or fill
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material into waters of the United States or work in, or affecting, navigable waters of the United
States designated in the attached approved jurisdictional determination area.

This approved jurisdictional determination is valid until March 24, 2016 unless new
information warrants revision of the delineation before the expiration date. It is incumbent upon
the applicant to remain informed of changes in the Department of the Army regulations.

The applicant may accept or appeal this approved JD or provide new information in
accordance with the enclosed Notification of Administration Appeal Options and Process and
Request For Appeal (NAAOP-RFA). If the applicant elects to appeal this approved JD, the
applicant must complete Section II (Request For Appeal or Objections to an Initial Proffered
Permit) of the enclosure and return it to the Division Engineer, ATTN: CESWD-ETO-R, U. S.
Army Corps of Engineers, 1100 Commerce Street, Dallas, Texas 75242-0216 within 60 days of
the date of this notice. Failure to notify the USACE within 60 days of the date of this notice
means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety and waive all rights to appeal the approved
ID.

Thank you for your interest in our nation's water resources. If you have any questions
concerning our regulatory program, please contact Mr. Barry Osborn at the address above or

telephone (817) 886-1734.

Sincerely,

M?AM@

Stephen L Brooks
Chief, Regulatory Branch

Enclosure
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NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY

5900 West Plano Parkway, Suite 100 e Plano, Texas 75026 e (214) 461-2000 e Fax (214) 528-4826 e www.ntta.org

September 14, 2011

Mr. Nasser Askari, P.E.
TxDOT Dallas District

4777 E. Highway 80
Mesquite, Texas 75150-6643

Re: Section 4(f) Exemption for the proposed Trinity Parkway Project from IH-35E/SH-183 to
US-175/SH-310 in Dallas County, Texas (CSJ: 0918-45-121)

Dear Mr. Askari:

In response to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) letter dated February 23, 2011, we are providing
an amended request for a determination that the proposed Trinity Parkway Project is exempt from the
requirements of Section 4(f) of the Transportation Act of 1966, 49 U.S.C. § 303 (Section 4(f)), pursuant to
recently enacted Federal legislation.

The Federal Legislation — Section 405

As you are aware, on July 29, 2010, the President of the United States signed the Supplemental
Appropriations Act, 2010 into law (Public Law No. 111-212). Section 405 of this Federal legislation (Section
405) includes the following language:

SEC. 405. (b) The Federal Highway Administration is exempt from the requirements of 49 U.S.C.
303 and 23 U.S.C. 138 for any highway project to be constructed in the vicinity of the Dallas
Floodway, Dallas, Texas.

Interpretation of “in the Vicinity of the Dallas Floodway”

Section 405 does not provide a definition of the “Dallas Floodway." While the Dallas Floodway is
commonly known as a Federal flood conveyance and levee system that carries the main stem drainage
flows of the Trinity River, our research has not found one, uniform definition of the geographic extent of
the Dallas Floodway. There may be differing views on the full scope of the area encompassed by the
Dallas Floodway, but from a technical standpoint there can be no dispute that at a minimum, the Dallas
Floodway includes the area located between the landside toes of the East and West Levees that
comprise the Dallas Floodway and also the related landside sump areas. This is the "minimum" physical
scope of the Dallas Floodway that can be used to then evaluate what is "in the vicinity of" this
geographical footprint.

Section 405 also does not define “in the vicinity of.” Because it is presumed that Congress expresses its
intent through the ordinary meaning of its language, every exercise of statutory interpretation begins with
an examination of the plain language of the statute. United States v. Diallo, 575 F.3d 252, 256 (3d Cir.
2009). Thus, “vicinity” should be given its plain, ordinary meaning. Black’s Law Dictionary defines
“vicinity” as “the quality or state of being near, or not remote; nearness; propinquity; proximity; a region
about, near or adjacent; adjoining space or country.” The Oxford English Dictionary similarly defines
“vicinity” as the “state, character or quality of being near in space; propinquity, proximity,” and “in the
vicinity of” as “in the neighbourhood (of), near or close (to).”
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Mr. Nasser Askari/Page 2
September 14, 2011

Accordingly, "in the vicinity of" reflects a zone near, but beyond the Dallas Floodway itself. We suggest
that "in the vicinity of" be applied here by looking to the zone of impact (i.e., flood risk) that the Dallas
Floodway project (levees, etc.) was built to address. Such an area would be near, adjacent, adjoining
and have a character of appropriate physical relationship to the Dallas Floodway itself.

Originally constructed in the late 1920s, and subsequently repaired in the late 1950s by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (Corps), the East Levee and West Levee were constructed to protect surrounding
portions of the City of Dallas from flooding. The Dallas Floodway levees are part of the Federal Flood
Protection System, which requires that they periodically must be accredited by the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (“FEMA”). FEMA accreditation means that properties behind the levees are
protected from a 100-year flood event.

FEMA most recently accredited the Dallas Floodway levee system in 2007, and the City of Dallas and
Corps currently are undertaking a levee remediation project necessary in order to retain that certification.
Remediation efforts encompass the East and West Levees, as well as the Rochester Park Levee and the
Central Wastewater Treatment Plant Levee so that the land behind each of these levees is protected from
a 100-year flood event." In 1996, Congress included the Rochester Park and Central Wastewater
Treatment Plant Levees in the Dallas Floodway Extension (DFE),? a project that originally was authorized
by Section 301 of the Rivers and Harbors Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1091). The Rochester Park Levee and
Central Wastewater Treatment Plant Levee extend the protective reach of the Dallas Floodway below the
end of the East and West Levees at the Dallas Area Rapid Transit (DART) light rail bridge (DART Bridge),
to protect residential and commercial areas in East Dallas and critical infrastructure in South Dallas.®
Given the flood protection purpose of the Dallas Floodway, surrounding areas behind the East Levee,
West Levee, Rochester Park Levee and Central Wastewater Treatment Plant Levee that are protected
from a 100-year flood event clearly are “in the vicinity of" the Dallas Floodway.

Accordingly, for the narrow purposes of this request, we are identifying the Dallas Floodway as the area
located between the landside toes of the East and West Levees and related landside sump areas. We
are identifying the area “in the vicinity of" the Dallas Floodway, as the surrounding areas behind the East,
West, Rochester Park and Central Wastewater Treatment Plant Levees that are protected from a 100-
year flood event. See Figure 1, which delineates the current FEMA floodway and surrounding area
protected by the levees from a 100-year flood event, per the 2007 FEMA accreditation. All four build
alternatives meeting the purpose and need for the Trinity Parkway Project, as described in the Trinity
Parkway Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact Statement (SDEIS) published in February 2009, fall
within this area.

The Project Study Area is Located within the Dallas Floodway and “in the Vicinity”

As set forth in the SDEIS, the project study area for the proposed Trinity Parkway Project falls within the
Dallas Floodway or “in the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway,” within the meaning of Section 405. The
boundary of the project study area extends from the Dallas Central Business District on the east to West
Dallas on the west. The southern boundary is the US-175/SH-310 interchange, and the northern
boundary is the IH-35E/SH-183 interchange. The project study area includes the Dallas Floodway area
within the levees upstream from the DART Bridge to approximately 2,500 feet downstream of the
confluence of the Elm Fork and West Fork. As shown on Figure 2, the project study area is no more than
2,800 feet from the levees as measured between the East Levee and the eastern limit of the project study

! See City of Dallas Memorandum, dated February 3, 2011, to Trinity River Corridor Project Committee Members
regarding update on progress of Dallas Floodway 100-year levee remediation; See also U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers Fort Worth District, Periodic Inspection of Dallas Floodway, Trinity River — Dallas, Dallas County,
Texas, Report No. 9 (December 2007).

% Section 351 of Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3724).

? See U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Section 106 Compliance Efforts for the Dallas Floodway (November 17, 2009)
at 38.
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area and 2,500 feet as measured between the West Levee and the western limit. Areas outside the limits
of the Dallas Floodway itself are within the area protected by the levees from a 100-year flood event, and
therefore, “in the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway.”

The Section 106 Area of Potential Effects for the Project is Located within the Dallas Floodway
and “in the Vicinity”

Pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, 16 U.S.C. § 470f (Section 106), an
Area of Potential Effects (APE) has been designated for the Trinity Parkway Project in order to evaluate
effects of the alternatives on historic resources. All but a small portion of the APE is located within the
East and West Levees and the area protected from a 100-year flood event. See Figure 1. Accordingly,
the APE is located almost completely within the Dallas Floodway itself or “in the vicinity of the Dallas
Floodway” within the meaning of Section 405. If FHWA grants this request for a determination that the
proposed Trinity Parkway Project is exempt from review under Section 4(f), the effect of the project on
properties located within the APE that are listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic
Places nonetheless will be evaluated pursuant to Section 106.

All Build Alternatives are Located within the Dallas Floodway and “in the Vicinity”

All of the build alternatives under consideration are located within this project study area, and therefore, in
the Dallas Floodway itself or “in the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway” for purposes of Section 405.
Alternatives 2A and 2B would travel southwest from the IH-35E/SH-183 interchange, passing over
Commonwealth Boulevard, and turning to the southeast to follow Irving Boulevard. These alignments
would follow Irving and Riverfront (Industrial) Boulevards for approximately 5.6 miles, passing south of
downtown to Corinth Street, and would then bend in an easterly direction to reach Lamar Street east of
Martin Luther King (MLK) Jr. Boulevard. From this point, the alignments would travel southeast along
Lamar Street past IH-45 and would turn east at Starks Street to the US-175/SH-310 interchange.

Alternatives 3C and 4B would travel southwest from the IH-35E/SH-183 interchange, passing over
Commonwealth Boulevard and Irving Boulevard, and crossing the Dallas Floodway East Levee in the
area west of Hampton/Inwood Road. These alignments would turn south along the riverside of the
levees, with Alternative 3C following the East Levee and Alternative 4B following the East and West
Levees in a split mainlane configuration. South of the DART Bridge, the alignments would follow the
riverside edge of the future Corps DFE East Levee extension up to a location approximately 1,500 feet
downstream of MLK Jr. Boulevard. At this point, the alignments would cross the future DFE levee and
follow the landside of the levee to IH-45. The route would then turn east, passing Lamar Street, and
following Starks Street to the US-175/SH-310 interchange. Figure 2 shows the project study area and
the build alternatives being considered for further analysis.

Alternatives 3C and 4B are located primarily inside the Dallas Floodway levees and Alternatives 2A and
2B are directly adjacent to the landside of the levees in some areas. All alternatives under consideration
would involve crossings of sumps associated with the Floodway system. All of the alternatives under
consideration are located within the East and West Levees and/or the surrounding area that is protected
by the Floodway from a 100-year flood event. Accordingly, each build alternative is within the Dallas
Floodway and “in the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway” for purposes of the Federal legislation, and an
exemption from Section 4(f) requirements should apply to all alternatives under consideration for the
proposed Trinity Parkway Project.

We request concurrence from the FHWA that Section 4(f) does not apply to the Trinity Parkway Project,
and therefore, that a Section 4(f) evaluation is not required for potential impacts to any public parks,
recreation areas, wildlife or waterfowl refuges, and historic sites of national, state or local significance
where the Trinity Parkway Project is concerned. We are requesting confirmation of this finding in writing to
be recorded in the Project Administrative Record. Of course, this request is limited to Section 4(f), and we
acknowledge that the requirements of all other applicable statutes and regulations still apply to the Project.
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Please let me know if you need any additional information or have any questions. Thank you for your
assistance.

Sincerely,

—t (/UWM’ AW
Elizabeth Mow, P.E.

Director of Project Delivery

EM/jd
Enclosures:
Figure 1: Map of Area "in the Vicinity of" the Dallas Floodway
Figure 2: Proposed Trinity Parkway Build Alternatives (Aerial Photograph)

cc: Daniel Chapman, P.E. - Corridor Manager, HNTB Corporation
Jason Diamond - Environmental Scientist, Halff Associates, Inc.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
1500 MARILLA STREET, ROOM 6DS
DALLAS, TEXAS 75201

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF September 30, 2011
Programs and
Project Management Division

Ms. Janice Brown
Division Administrator
FHWA — Texas Division
300 East 8th Street

Suite 826

Austin, Texas 78701

Subject: Dallas Floodway Preliminary Slope Analysis

Dear Ms. Brown:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) is committed to continued collaboration with the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and other State and local agencies working on
projects within the Dallas Floodway area. This letter is intended to provide an update on the
analyses done to date on the existing levee system, as requested. to facilitate the ongoing work
on the Limited Scope Supplement (LSS) to the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for the Trinity Parkway.

As you know. the Periodic Inspection Report #9 for the Dallas Floodway Levee System.
submitted to the City of Dallas in March 2009, identified concerns regarding the integrity of the
existing levees. In response to these concerns, the City of Dallas hired an engineering consultant
to conduct extensive geotechnical investigations and analyses of the levees in order to make
necessary repairs to obtain re-accreditation from the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) for the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP). Concurrent with that effort, USACE
recently conducted initial analyses of ‘existing conditions’ of the levees as part of the Dallas
Floodway Feasibility Study, which is evaluating potential levee improvements for flood events
up to the approximate 800-year level.

Based on the analyses done to date, no riverside slope stability problems have been identified for
the existing Dallas Floodway levees. Given that the current riverside slopes are no flatter than
4:1 (horizontal:vertical), the levee improvement template currently being utilized in the Trinity
Parkway alternative evaluation process, which assumes a future two-foot levee raise with 4:1
riverside slopes, appears to be a reasonable assumption for use in the Limited Scope Supplement
document, based on the best available information.
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We appreciate your continued efforts to ensure any Trinity Parkway alternatives proposed within
the Dallas Floodway can be implemented without adversely impacting the function and
performance of the flood risk management project, and assure you we will continue to coordinate
and collaborate with you on this important project.

If you have any questions, please direct inquiries to Mr. Douglas Sims at (214) 671-9379 or
douglas.c.sims(@usace.army.mil.

Sincerely,

Fin A lraoif

Kevin L. Craig, P.E.
Director, Trinity River Corridor Project

Copies Furnished:

Richard J. Muraski, Jr., Commander, Fort Worth District, USACE
Todd Smith, Deputy Chief, E&C Division, USACE

Barney Davis, Lead Engineer, USACE

Douglas Sims. Program Manager, USACE

Sal Deocampo. District Engineer, Texas Division, FHWA
Michael Leary, Director. PPD, Texas Division, FHWA
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NTTA.

NORTH TEXAS TOLLWAY AUTHORITY

5900 West Plano Parkway e Plano, Texas 75093 « (214) 461-2000 « Fax (214) 528-4826 « www.ntta.org

November 9, 2011

Jill A, Jordan, P.E.

Assistant City Manager, City of Dallas
Dallas City Hall

1500 Marilla Street

Dallas, Tx 75201-6390

Re:  City of Dallas Proposed Expenditure of 1998 Bond Funds Obligated to the Trinity
Parkway Project

Dear Ms. Jordan:

NTTA understands from our meeting on October 19, 2011, the City of Dallas is planning
improvements to the Cedar Crest/MLK Bridge over the Trinity River to enhance pedestrian and
bicycle access as well as provide connectivity to the Santa Fe Trestle Trail and Moore Park. In
lieu of a vehicle ramp from the MLK Bridge over the Trinity River the City has proposed to
construct parking and trail elements that would provide park access over the West Levee.

Estimated cost by the City of Dallas of these elements is approximately $3.13 million which
consists of $1.74 million for the construction of the South Lot and Maintenance Access and
$1.39 million for the construction of the trail connection to the Santa Fe Trail. Appendix D of
the Draft Limited Scope Supplemental (LSS) to the Supplemental Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (SDEIS), Alternative 3C Level E construction cost estimate for six park access bridges
is $9.7 million or approximately $1.6 million per ramp. This cost is for the ramp structure only
and does not include connections to other existing or planned roadways or trails within the
floodway. Since this cost is preliminary and may not include other ancillary items that may be
associated with a ramp structure, NTTA proposes a maximum amount of $2 million per ramp be
used for this discussion.

Since these improvements would eliminate the need for a structural ramp from the MLK Bridge
into the Dallas Floodway, NTTA understands the City proposes to use funds from the $84
million the City has committed to the evaluation, design and construction of the Trinity Parkway
Project through the three party agreement executed between TxDOT, NTTA and the City in
January of 1999. The City desires to proceed with the implementation of these improvements
as expeditiously as possible and requests NTTA concurrence that these funds are being utilized
consistent with the aforementioned agreement.
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No determination has been made on a preferred alternative for the proposed Trinity Parkway
nor which entity would develop the Parkway if a build alternative should be selected. However,
NTTA does hereby acknowledge that utilizing City of Dallas bond funds committed to the Trinity
Parkway project for the early construction of the City’s proposed park access facilities at Cedar
Crest/MLK Bridge would be consistent with the Agreement with the following stipulations:

1. The amount of Trinity Parkway funds utilized on the alternative park access facilities at
Cedar Crest/MLK Bridge will not exceed $2,000,000.00;and

2. Once these funds are expended, the City of Dallas agrees the Programed Access Ramp
Improvements for Trinity Parkway at Cedar Crest/MLK, East Levee, will have been met
and no other park access improvements will be required of the ultimate developer for
the proposed Trinity Parkway for this location.

Singerely,

Gerry Carrigan
Interim Executive Dirg

DIC:

cc: Moosa Saghian, TxDOT
Kelly Johnson, NTTA
Rebecca Rasor, City of Dallas
Dan Chapman, HNTB
Matt Craig, Halff Associates
Trinity Parkway Administrative Record
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(V Texas Division 300 E. 8™ Street, Rm 826

US.Department Austin, TX 78701

of Transportation January 23, 2012 (Tel) 512-536-5900
Federal Highway (Fax) 512-536-5990
Administration

www.fhwa.dot.gov/txdiv

Trinity Parkway: From IH 35E/SH 183 to US 175/SH 310 In Reply Refer To:
Section 4(f) Exemption HA-TX
Dallas County

CSJ 0918-45-121

Ms. Melissa A. Neeley

Director of Project Delivery Management
Environmental Affairs Division

Texas Department of Transportation

125 East 11™ Street

Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Ms. Neeley:

Reference is made to your letter dated October 13, 2011, transmitting the amended request for
the proposed Trinity Parkway Project and request for the determination of the applicability of
Section 4(f) of the U.S. Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 U.S.C. 303) and the
federal legislation known as the Supplemental Appropriations Act, 2010 (Public Law No. 111-
212), signed on July 29, 2010. As presented, the letter primarily discusses the applicability with
respect to Section 106 properties (and the area of potential effect); however, the exemption is for
all Section 4(f) resources within the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway (as further identified in your
letter) and applies to all Alternatives being considered for the Trinity Parkway Project.

For the proposed Trinity Parkway Project, we concur that the requirements of Section 4(f) do not
apply to any parks, recreation areas, wildlife or waterfowl refuges of national, State, or local
significance or land of a historic site of national, State, or local significance within the Dallas
Floodway or “in the vicinity of the Dallas Floodway,” as defined in your October 13, 2011,
letter. As such, the requirements of Section 4(f) do not apply to the alternatives under
consideration for the proposed Trinity Parkway Project as of the date of this letter and that no
further Section 4(f) analysis is required. Should you have any questions, please contact Anita N.
Wilson at (512) 536-5951.

Sincerely,

nlont ey

Salvador Deocampo
District Engineer
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P. 0. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF APR 27 2012

Executive Office

Honorable Mike Rawlings
City of Dallas

1500 Marilla Street

Room SEN

Dallas, Texas 75201

Dear Mayor Rawlings:

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) is committed to continued collaboration with the
City of Dallas, state and local agencies working on projects within the Dallas Floodway area.
This letter is intended to provide status reference the ongoing Dallas Floodway feasibility study.,
specifically the preliminary results of the Base Condition Risk Assessment (BCRA) and the
Corps’ role in the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) ongoing analysis of the proposed
Trinity Parkway.

The City has been very diligent with ongoing detailed investigations and addressing the
deficiencies identified in the 2007 Periodic Inspection (also referred to as PI #9). To date the
city has corrected 198 of the deficiencies, as well as the fact that the city is moving forward with
construction of the cutoff wall in response to the Federal Emergency Management Agency
(FEMA) certification/accreditation process all help to support the position that the City’s efforts
are placing the citizens at at lesser level of risk.

When we briefed the Trinity River Corridor Project (TRCP) Committee back in October 2011,
we stated the BCRA was being conducted by the Risk Management Center (RMC), Fort Worth
District, and City of Dallas as part of the ongoing feasibility study. While the report is not final,
initial indications suggest the levees, as they stand today after the aforementioned numerous
deficiency corrections, are more resilient than originally evaluated and that there is less risk
associated with the performance of the levees. The testing, evaluation and analysis conducted
over the last 20 months were extremely beneficial. We were able to conduct the Risk
Assessment process in half the time expected and know more about the levees than during and
immediately after the 2007 inspection. This has allowed the City to pursue the most cost
efficient measures to pursue FEMA accreditation, and the combined team to better assess the
effectiveness of the levees during expected conditions for the Balance Vision Plan. The current
schedule is to finalize the BCRA prior to conducting the Feasibility Scoping Meeting (FSM)
scheduled for May 23-24, 2012.
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As noted in our letter to FHWA dated September 2011, we also continue to work with the
FHWA as they move forward in determining the preferred alternative for the proposed Trinity
Parkway. The Corps’ role in the parkway project is to ensure that the selected alternative does
not impact the levee system nor impair its ability to function as designed. Initial indications
suggest that the proposed Trinity Parkway is feasible from the Corps perspective.

We look forward to briefing to the TRCP committee the first week of June on the final
BCRA, as well as the results of the Feasibility Scoping Meeting, both which will identify the
preferred way forward and a schedule for the completion of the feasibility study. We will also
continue to exercise our responsibilities with reviews as progress is made with Federal Highway
Administration/North Texas Tollway Authority on the Trinity Parkway.

A copy has been furnished to Brigadier General Thomas W. Kula, Commander, Southwestern
Division.

Commanding
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APPENDIX A-3
AGENCY AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION EVENTS

Item Topic Date Page

Agency and Public 1_14
Participation Events

Public Scoping Meeting

S 7-8-99 15-19
ummary

CAWG List and Meeting

Attendance Summary 20-24
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AGENCY AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION EVENTS

DATE

CATEGORY EVENT

Trinity River Corridor Comprehensive Land Use Plan

May 3 — 31,2001 oP Stakeholders Meetings Schedule (16 Meetings)
Conducted Interagency Scoping Meeting (FHWA, TxDOT,
May 17, 1999 AC USACE, USEPA, City of Dallas, NTTA)
June 16, 1999 _Notlce of Intent. to Prepare an EIS for Trinity Parkway Published
in Federal Register
June 29, 1999 IET Trinity River Executive Team Meeting*
Coordination with City of Dallas and USACE staff regarding
July 6, 1999 AC scope of the NTTA EIS
July 8, 1999 oM Conducted Public Scoping Meeting
July 27, 1999 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting
Conducted Interagency Coordination Scoping Meeting and Bus
August 10, 1999 AC Tour of Project Corridor (FHWA, TxDOT, USACE, USEPA, City
of Dallas, NTTA)
August 24, 1999 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting
Conducted Interagency Cultural Resource Scoping Meeting Bus
September 8, 1999 AC Tour of Project Corridor (FHWA, TxDOT, USACE, USEPA, City
of Dallas, NTTA)
Presentation to Trinity River Corridor Citizens Committee
September 21, 1999 OF Transportation Subcommittee (Matt Craig)
September 28, 1999 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting
Conducted first in a series of CAWG Meetings
October 4, 1999 CAWG Topics dlscussed:_ |ntroductlpns apd role of citizen adv'lsory
work group, overview of engineering issues, and overview of
environmental issues.
October 26, 1999 IET Trinity River Executive Team Meeting
October 30, 1999 CAWG Study Corridor Bus Tour for CAWG Members
November 3, 1999 OoP Presentation to the Dallas Plan Conference
November 7, 1999 OoP Presentation to Richardson Church Group
November 8, 1999 OoP Presentation to the TRCCC Recreation Sub-committee
November 9, 1999 AC Tour of Study Corridor with City of Dallas staff
November 10, 1999 CAWG Tour of Study Corridor with CAWG members
November 17, 1999 oP Presentation to West Dallas Business Association
November 22, 1999 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting
November 30, 1999 BF Presentation to the NTTA Board of Directors
Conducted second in a series of CAWG Meeting
December 13, 1999 CAWG Topics discussed: alternative alignments and typical sections,

review of EIS format and status; overview of Dallas Trinity River
Master Implementation Plan Access points & types.
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

December 27, 1999 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting

January 4, 2000 AC Meeting with TRCCC and Dallas Landmark Commission
Interagency meeting with State Historic Preservation Officer to

January 6, 2000 AC define Cultural Resources Area of Potential Effects
Conducted third in a series of CAWG Meeting

January 10, 2000 CAWG qu!cs discussed: Trinity Parkway COITIdO'I' MI$ Scopq versus
Trinity Parkway EIS Scope, update on engineering design
development and other issues, ramp connections to IH-35 south.
Presentation to city of Dallas and USACE staff regarding

January 25, 2000 AC scoping issues associated with the NTTA EIS

January 25, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting

February 8, 2000 OoP Presentation to West Dallas Business Associations
Conducted fourth CAWG Meeting
Topics discussed: hazardous material site assessments,

February 14, 2000 CAWG cultu.ral resources and parklands (hlstorlc/archeploglcal and
Section 4(f), status of community impact analysis - land use,
displacements, and Environmental Justice, and update on
engineering design development and other issues.

February 22, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting

February 24, 2000 oP Meetlr}g ywth T.R. Hoover (South Dallas) Neighborhood
Association

February 29, 2000 OoP Presentation to TRCCC Transportation Subcommittee

March 1, 2000 AC Coord_lnayon meeting held with (_thy of Dallas to discuss EIS
coordination on lakes and levee improvements

March 2, 2000 AC Briefing held with Dallas County Judge Jackson
Conducted fifth CAWG Meeting
Topics discussed: energy and utility relocations, natural

March 13, 2000 CAWG resources (wetlands, woodlands, endangered species), visual
impact analysis, and update on engineering design development
and other issues.

March 16, 2000 oP Luncheon held forlsettlng up and attengiln.g information displays
at Stemmons Corridor Business Association

March 23, 2000 PM Public Meeting conducted in South Dallas

March 28, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting

March 29, 2000 AC Briefing with State Representative Yvonne Davis

March 30, 2000 OoP Meeting with Jim Sherman at Exxon Mobile

April 3, 2000 AC l\/_Ieetmg of City of .Dalllas, Corps of Engineers, and FHWA to
discuss EIS coordination

April 5, 2000 AC Briefing with Dallas County Judge Jackson

April 6, 2000 oP Presentation to the Water Environment Association of Texas

(WEAT)
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT
Conducted sixth CAWG Meeting
Topics discussed: update on visual assessment, transportation

April 10, 2000 CAWG impacts, temporary effects during construction, water quality,
and update on engineering design development and other
issues.

April 17, 2000 oP Meeting with Freightliner Corporation representatives

April 19, 2000 BF Presentation to NTTA Board - Project Update

April 25, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting

May 8, 2000 AC Presentation .to Qlty of Dallas Transportatlon -
Telecommunicating Subcommittee
Conducted seventh CAWG Meeting

May 8, 2000 CAWG Topics discussed: traffic modellng,_ toll rates, and collection
methods, toll plaza layout and design, and update on
engineering design development and other issues.

May 18, 2000 OoP Annual meeting of the Stemmons Corridor Business Association

May 19, 2000 OoP Briefing to the Greater Dallas Chamber of Commerce

May 22, 2000 AC Presentation .to Qity of Dallas Transportation -
Telecommunicating Subcommittee
Sub-committees Briefing to USEPA and NEPA staff with City of

May 22, 2000 AC Dallas and NTTA
Meeting with the TR Hoover Community Development

May 23, 2000 oP Corporation (Ideal Neighborhood Association)

May 30, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Meeting

June 5, 2000 AC Briefing Dallas County Judge Jackson
Conducted eighth CAWG Meeting

June 12, 2000 CAWG Toplcsldlgcussed:_hydraullg anaIyS|s,. introduction to air quality
analysis, introduction to noise analysis, and update on
engineering design development and other issues.

June 27, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting

June 28, 2000 AC Agency Coordlnatlon Meeting to Review Scope and incorporate
Dallas Lake into EIS

July 25, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Meeting

July 25, 2000 PM Conducted Public Meeting for Industrial Corridor Businesses

August 11, 2000 AC Agency Coordlnatl_on Meeting to discuss EIS formatting and
Dallas Lake inclusion

August 18, 2000 AC Meeting with USEPA staff to discuss Environmental Justice

August 22, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team meeting

August 29, 2000 AC City of Dallas City Manager Briefing

September 6, 2000 OoP Presentation to the Stemmons Corridor Business Association
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CATEGORY EVENT

Conducted tenth CAWG Meeting
Topics discussed: incorporation of lakes into EIS, traffic

September 11, 2000 CAWG analysis, hydraulic analysis, cost estimates and right-of-way
needs, overview of alternatives EIS evaluation matrix, and
remaining EIS work and schedule.

September 14, 2000 oP EXh!bIt displays 'an.d attendfance at the Stemmons Corridor
Business Association meeting

September 15, 2000 AC Coordination meeting with TxDOT and NCTCOG

September 19, 2000 oP Presentatlop to the TRCQC Economic Development and
Transportation Subcommittees

September 20, 2000 P.res'entatlon to the NTTA Board Project Update and Preliminary
Findings

September 26, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting
Agency Coordination meeting to discuss USACE combining

October 3, 2000 AC Floodway EIS into a Joint Supplemental EIS with NTTA EIS

October 18, 2000 oP Brleflng to Richardson Chamber of Commerce Transportation
Committee

October 24, 2000 IET Trinity Executive Team Meeting
Briefing by Dallas Asst. City Manager to Dallas City Council

October 30, 2000 AC followed by Bus Tour of Study Area

October 30, 2000 BF gﬂ?nf:lﬂ by NTTA to Dallas Mayor’s Trinity River Interagency

October 31, 2000 AC Pl"esentatlon and Briefing to Dallas City Manager and Assistant
City Manager

November 15, 2000 AC Briefing and presentation to Dallas City Council

November 28, 2000 AC Coordingtion meeting with Corps of Engineers to discuss
excavation plan

November 30, 2000 AC Briefing to State Representative Yvonne Davis

December 5, 2000 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
10:00 - 11:00 AM Radio Broadcast - KRLD 1080AM - The
Charlie Jones Show - Regarding Trinity River. Guest host Ms.

December 27, 2000 OoP Laura Miller (City Councilwomen). Panel guests included
Honorable Lee Jackson (Dallas County), Mr. Walter Skipwith
(Halff Associates, Inc.), and Mr. Ned Fritz via telephone.

January 10, 2001 oP Brleflng to Stemmons Corridor Business Association Board of
Directors
Meeting and field trip with members of Texas Historical

January 17. 2001 AC Commission, TXDOT Environmental, TxXDOT Dallas, NTTA, City

y s of Dallas, and Consultant Architect to categorize structures
displaced by each alternative.

January 23, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 5, 2001 OP Briefing to Oak Cliff Chamber of Commerce Board of Directors

February 21, 2001 oP Bnef!ng to the Dallas Chapter of American Society of Landscape
Architects

February 27, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

March 8, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

March 26, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

April 10, 2001 oP Oak Cliff Chamber of Commerce Development Meeting
Mayor’'s Summit on the Trinity River Corridor with members of

April 19, 2001 AC USACE, TxDOT, NTTA, Texas Parks and Wildlife, USEPA, and
City of Dallas

. Presentation to the American Institute of Architects — Dallas—

April 19, 2001 oP Fort Worth Chapter

April 24, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
Presentation to the Lovers Lane Methodist Church — North

May 3, 2001 OP Dallas Shepard’s Center

May 22, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

July 2, 2001 OoP Presentation to the Oak Cliff Chamber of Commerce

July 19, 2001 OoP Presentation to the Oak Cliff Chamber of Commerce

July 24, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

August 10, 2001 oP Briefing to Highland Park Mayor and City Council Committee

August 10, 2001 AC Megtlng with USEP_A and NTTA to review alternatives and
Environmental Justice overview
Coordination meeting held with City of Dallas, USACE, FHWA,

August 22, 2001 AC NTTA and USEPA to discuss Joint Development Projects and
Streamlining the Supplemental EA with the DEIS

August 28, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 10, 2001 OoP Blachard & NTTA Coordination Meeting
Coordination Meeting with Operation, Planning and Regulatory
personnel at USACE, with City of Dallas and NTTA to overview

September 12, 2001 AC alternatives within the Dallas Floodway and operations design
criteria for the levees

September 19, 2001 oP Presentation TRCCC Trgnsportahon and Economic
Development Subcommittees

September 25, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

October 2, 2001 AC Small Group Coordination Meeting

October 2, 2001 OoP Trinity Commons Bus Tour

October 11, 2001 OoP Mayor’'s Summit Preparation

October 15, 2001 OoP Urban Land Institute Briefing

October 23, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

October 25, 2001 oP Dallas Assembly Briefing

December 4, 2001 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

December 12, 2001 OoP Dallas Real Estate Council Presentation

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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DATE

CATEGORY EVENT

January 22, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 19, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

March 26, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

April 19, 2002 BF Dallas Councilman Leo Chaney

April 20, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

April 26, 2002 BF Presentation to City of Dallas Council and Mayor Miller

May 28, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

May 28, 2002 PM Economic Development of Trinity Corridor

June 2002 OoP Mayor's Summit Presentation

June 25, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

July 23, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

August 1, 2002 OoP Dallas Urban Design consultant pre-proposal Meeting
August 27, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 5, 2002 OoP Dallas Urban Design Consultant Kick Off Meeting
September 9, 2002 BF ggﬁ;iﬁgg?ggﬁg;\apggﬂgon and Telecommunication
September 12, 2002 AC rl\:l}z:ﬂ:g with Dallas and NCTCOG for Sept. 23 Council CTTC
September 23, 2002 BF Dallas Council CTTC Meeting

September 24, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

October 3, 2002 AC Dallas Urban Design Coordination Meeting

October 14, 2002 BF Dallas Council CTTC Meeting

October 16, 2002 AC Dallas Urban Design Coordination Meeting

October 18, 2002 AC mig’;::g with Dallas and NCTCOG for Oct. 28 Council CTTC
October 22, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Meeting

October 28, 2002 BF Dallas Council CTTC Meeting

December 3, 2002 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

January 13, 2003 BF Dallas City Council CTTC Meeting

January 28, 2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

January 30, 2003 AC City of Dallas and Oncor Energy regarding Electric Transmission

Main Routing
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

February 25, 2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 27, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

February 28, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

March 5, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

March 24, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

March 25, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

March 25, 2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

April 9, 2003 AC Meetin.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

April 15, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

April 16, 2003 BF City Council Briefing

April 25, 2003 AC Meetin.g with City of I?allas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

May 15, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of I?allas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

May 21, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of I?allas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

May 22, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

May 23, 2003 BF Dallas Mayoral Briefing

May 27, 2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

June 10, 2003 AC Meetin.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

June 13, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

June 16, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

June 24, 2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

July 2, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

July 16, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

July 22,2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

August 26, 2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 5, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of I?allas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

September 9, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals

September 12, 2003 AC City of Dallas Mayor's Meeting

September 15, 2003 AC Meetln.g with City of Dallas, Dallas Plan, NTTA and NCTCOG
regarding Urban Design Proposals
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

September 23, 2003 AC Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

Septomber 26,2003 AC_neetng s iy ofBates Dl Pian NTTA and NGTCOG
October 2, 2003 BF City of Dallas Mayor's Meeting

October 8, 2003 BF City of Dallas Council Briefing on EIS Revisions

October 10, 2003 AC City of Dallas Project Scheduling

October 15, 2003 BF NTTA Board of Directors Briefing

October 17, 2003 BF Dallas Mayor meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

October 28, 2003 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

November 4, 2003 AC Dallas Councilman Ed Oakley and Oncor

November 19, 2003 AC gict)yég;rlis)alzllftz,nz(oaogoi?;nl\;'{iz,r? on UPRR impacts and Woodall
November 21, 2003 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

January 16, 2004 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

January 20, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

January 27, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 12, 2004 AC g%;;rlzalzllftse,ng(oaogoi?gnl\giz,;\ on UPRR impacts and Woodall
February 13, 2004 BF Dallas Mayor’'s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

February 17, 2004 CAWG Conducted CAWG Meeting

February 24, 2004 PM Public Meeting conducted in West Dallas

February 24, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 26, 2004 PM Public Meeting conducted in South Dallas

March 9, 2004 OP TR Hoover Neighborhood Association Presentation

March 9, 2004 OoP New Hope Baptist Church Presentation

March 18, 2004 oP El:isg;gg:t{gggsuth Dallas Elected Official’s Staff &

March 23, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

March 27, 2004 OoP Booth at TR Hoover Neighborhood Association Community Fair
March 27, 2004 OoP Clean South Dallas Joint Neighborhood Associations’ Meeting
April 9, 2004 BF Dallas Mayor’'s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

April 21, 2004 OoP Leadership Dallas Presentation
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

April 23, 2004 AC City of Dallas, T)_(DOT anq NT_TA on UPRR impacts and Woodall
Rodgers Extension Coordination

May 14, 2004 BF Dallas Mayor’'s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

May 25, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

June 4, 2004 Presentation to the Dallas Regional Mobility Coalition

June 14, 2004 AC NTTA and TxDOT regarding connection of TP to IH-35 South

June 16, 2004 BF Repre§entativ§ Yvonne Davis, Councilman Ed Oakley,
Councilman Hill

June 22, 2004 BF Senatqr Royce West and Rgpresentatlve Terry Hodges.
Councilman Oakley. Councilman Chaney.

June 22, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

June 23, 2004 BF New Hope Church - Presentation to Trustees

July 27, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
Ceremony to announce Environmental Streamlining of TP by

August 18, 2004 -- FHWA Administrator Mary Peters and Texas Governor Rick
Perry

August 24, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 09, 2004 BF St. Phillips Neighborhood Development Corporation

September 10, 2004 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

September 18, 2004 OoP West Dallas Chamber of Commerce

September 21, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

October 19, 2004 BF FHWA Deputy Director Briefing and Bus Tour

October 26, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

November 5, 2004 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

November 16, 2004 BF South Dallas Local and State Elected Officials

September 16-17 2004 BF South Dallas Local and State Elected Officials

December 7, 2004 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team* Meeting

December 10, 2004 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

December 14, 2004 OoP Meeting with Okon Metals re its property

December 16, 2004 BF South Dallas Local and State Elected Officials

January 12, 2004 AC Meeting with USEPA, NTTA, FHWA, TxDOT and City of Dallas

January 13, 2005 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

January 25, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

January 28, 2005 BF South Dallas Local and State Elected Officials

February 15, 2005 CAWG Conducted CAWG Meeting

February 22, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 25, 2005 OoP Booth at the Annual Trinity Commons Luncheon

March 4, 2005 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

March 22, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

March 29, 2005 PH ilrJ:rLiac Hearing and Open House at the Dallas Convention Center
April 12, 2005 AC Meeting of the City of Dallas, NTTA, LLS and USACE

April 26, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

May 11, 2005 AC Itjllsegtgg of the City of Dallas, NTTA, FHWA, LLS, USACE, and
May 24, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

June 28, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

July 26, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

August 10, 2005 AC Meeting of the City of Dallas, NTTA, FHWA, USACE, and USEPA
August 12, 2005 BF I\C/Isrelzqt;)rzjgs of City of Dallas and ExxonMobil re Commonwealth
August 12, 2005 BF Dallas Mayor’s Meeting with NTTA and TxDOT

September 2, 2005 AC Meeting of the City of Dallas, NTTA, FHWA, USACE, and USEPA
September 2, 2005 AC Meeting with the City of Dallas

September 15, 2005 BF Meeting with City of Dallas Councilman Leo Chaney

September 20, 2005 AC lf(?eazfsstigzsg;ncept Conference on the Woodall Rodgers
September 27, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 29, 2005 AC Meeting with the City of Dallas re floodway park access

October 4, 2005 OoP Trinity Commons Meeting

October 14, 2005 AC Meeting with the City of Dallas

October 14, 2005 AC Meeting with USACE

October 24, 2005 OP South Dallas Planning Workshop (Forward Dallas)
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DATE

CATEGORY EVENT

October 25, 2005 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

November 1, 2005 AC Meeting with USACE

November 16, 2005 AC Meeting with FHWA, USEPA, USACE, TxDOT, NTTA, City of
Dallas

November 17, 2005 IET Trinity River Executive Team Meeting

November 22, 2005 AC Meeting with USACE, FHWA, City of Dallas and NTTA

December 1, 2005 OoP Dallas County - Transportation

December 13, 2005 AC Scoping Meeting for USACE Trinity River Floodway EIS

January 3, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE

January 26, 2006 AC Ir\gsi’:'itngvvevir’i/r;ewDOT re antiquities permit and historic structures

January 27, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 8, 2006 AC I\S/ISEtliggd\r/;i;P TxDOT ENV and FHWA to provide overview of

February 10, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE to discuss archeological trenching

February 21, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE to review GIS and vegetation mapping

February 28, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

March 2, 2006 AC Meeting with TXDOT ENV

March 28, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

April 27, 2006 AC Meeting with TxDOT/Dallas re Sylvan Bridge

April 28, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE to review comments

May 1, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE

May 4, 2006 AC Meeting with Dallas Floodway Management Department

May 23, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

June 27, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

July 25, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

August 1, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE and DART

August 28, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 26, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

October 11, 2006 AC Meeting with City of Dallas and NTTA

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

October 24, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE

October 24, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

November 2, 2006 AC Meeting with City of Dallas Floodway Operations
November 3, 2006 AC Meeting with USACE

November 7, 2006 AC Meeting with NTTA, FHWA, USACE and City of Dallas
November 24, 2006 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

December 14, 2006 AC ggggilr::;it(;n meetings with City of Dallas and Lake Design
December 20, 2006 AC ggggilrtl::]ign meetings with City of Dallas and Lake Design
January 23, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

February 15, 2007 AC \I;IV'I;IS'ﬁ\i,nI;I;)Vr:I’Ab(L:JSACE, and USEPA Coordination Meeting in
February 20, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

March 13, 2007 AC NTTA, USACE, and City of Dallas Coordination Meeting
March 27, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

April 3, 2007 BF Briefing for the City of Dallas

April 24, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

April 27, 2007 PM Greater Dallas Chamber of Commerce Public Works Forum
May 22, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

June 5, 2007 AC Geotechnical Work Group Meetings

June 19, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

June 25, 2007 AC (C))fog;ciiligsation on Context Sensitive Design with NTTA and City
June 28, 2007 AC Attend Trinity Lakes Design Team Meeting

July 9, 2007 AC Hydraulics Workgroup Meeting

July 24, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

August 23, 2007 AC Attend Trinity Lakes Design Team Meeting

August 28, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 6, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 11, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT
September 17, 2007 AC Dallas Mayor’'s Meeting with NTTA, TxDOT, and USACE
September 18, 2007 AC Hydraulic Work Group Meeting
Attended meeting hosted by Senator Royce West and
September 20, 2007 PM Commissioner John Wiley Price on Trinity Project
September 25, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
September 25, 2007 AC Geotechnical Work Group Meeting
October 23, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
December 4, 2007 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
Agency Scheduling Coordination Meeting, FHWA, USACE,
December 11, 2007 AC TxDOT, NTTA, City of Dallas
January 8, 2008 BF Briefing to City of Dallas Trinity River Corridor Committee
Mayor’'s Summit Coordination Meeting with FHWA, TxDOT,
January 18, 2008 AC USACE, NTTA, USEPA and the City of Dallas
January 22, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
January 23, 2008 AC NTTA Coordination with City of Dallas Lake Design Team
Bus Tour of Trinity Project with City of Dallas, Urban Land
January 30, 2008 oP Institute and the Real Estate Council
February 5, 2008 BF Briefing to City of Dallas Trinity River Corridor Committee
February 21, 2008 AC '?Ii?:lgn Guidelines Workshop with City of Dallas, TxDOT and
February 26, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
Coordination meeting between USACE, NTTA, and City of
March 5, 2008 AC Dallas Lake Design Team for Section 404 Review Process
Meeting at Texas Historical Commission (THC) in Austin to
March 20, 2008 AC review Cultural Resources with NTTA, TxDOT Dallas District,
THC and FHWA
March 25, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
Coordination meeting with NTTA and TxDOT Dallas District
March 26, 2008 AC related to noise impacts within Dallas Floodway from Trinity
Parkway
Design Guidelines Workshop with City of Dallas, Dallas Lake
March 29, 2008 AC Design Team, NTTA, and USACE
April 22, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting
Coordination meeting with City of Dallas, Dallas Lake Design
May 2, 2008 AC Team, and NTTA to review the excavation plan and H&H results
May 9, 2008 AC Dallas Lake Design Team and NTTA coordination and review of

Noise Model and Field Measurements
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DATE CATEGORY EVENT

Cultural Resource Agency Coordination meeting and bus tour
with City of Dallas Landmark Commission, Preservation Dallas,

May 19, 2008 AC THC, TXDOT-ENV, TxDOT Dallas District, USACE, FHWA, and
NTTA

May 20, 2008 AC Review and refine project schedule with City of Dallas, USACE
and NTTA

May 27, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

May 29, 2008 AC Review Trinity Parkway H&H models with NTTA and USACE

June 5, 2008 AC NTTA coordination with Ci'ty of Dalla§, Oncor, and Dallas Lake
Design Team related to utility relocations
Mayor’'s Workshop Agency Coordination with NTTA, City of

June 6, 2008 AC Dallas, FHWA, USACE, and TxDOT

June 24, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

July 17, 2008 AC Utility coordination with City of Dallas and Oncor

July 22, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

July 22, 2008 AC Project overview and coordination meeting with the Federal

Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Region VI

Historic architectural resources coordination meeting and bus
July 31, 2008 AC tour with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), Dallas
County Historical Commission, and Preservation Dallas

August 26, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

September 23, 2008 IET Trinity Interagency Executive Team Meeting

May 5, 2009 PH iubllc Hearing and Open House at the Dallas Convention Center
rena

May 8, 2012 PH iubllc Hearing and Open House at the Dallas Convention Center
rena

NOTES:

* Trinity River Executive Team includes staff from the following organizations: City of Dallas
Trinity River Corridor Project, NCTCOG, USACE (Fort Worth District and Dallas Division); TCEQ
(Arlington Field Office), USEPA (Region VI), TxDOT (Dallas District), and NTTA.

Acronym Legend

AC: Agency Coordination

IET: Interagency Executive Team

PM: Public Meeting

OP: Outside Presentation

CAWG: Community Advisory Work Group (Community Advisory Work Group consists of 54
representatives from neighborhood, businesses, civic groups, landowners, and
environmental groups.) Meetings are open to the public.

BF: Briefing
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NORTH TEXASTOLLWAY AUTHORITY
PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING
TRINITY PARKWAY
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
JuLy 8, 1999

1.0 Executive Summary

Pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), on July 8, 1999, a public scoping
meeting was conducted for the Trinity Parkway Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) at the
Ramada Plaza Hotel, located at 1011 S. Akard Street in Dallas, Texas. The purpose of the
meeting was to initiate public/agency involvement for the scoping process, which would be used
to identify the range of alternatives, environmental impacts, and significant issues to be addressed
in the EIS. The meeting opened with an approximate one-hour technical presentation,
summarizing the role of the North Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA), the results of the TxDOT
Trinity Parkway Corridor Major Transportation Investment Study (MTIS), and information
concerning the EIS process, including public/agency involvement activities, environmental
issues, alternatives, and the project schedule. After the technical presentation and a short
intermission, the attendees were asked to present verbal comments concerning scoping issues to
be addressed in the EIS.

20 M eeting Format and Summary of Technical Presentation

Project exhibits were displayed before, during and after the meeting. The exhibits depicted the
study corridor with four preliminary Build Alternatives (one along Industrial Boulevard and three
aong the Dallas Floodway), existing study corridor land use, the cause of the existing and
projected traffic problems, and proposed cross-sections for the four preliminary Build
Alternatives. The city of Dallasincluded an exhibit illustrating the proposed Trinity River Master
Implementation Plan. Meeting handouts along with the city of Dallas publication Trinity River
Corridor 1998 Year in Review were distributed at the sign-in table prior to the meeting.

The meeting began with opening remarks and introductions by Mr. Jerry Hiebert, Executive
Director, with the NTTA. Mr. Hiebert provided an overview of the NTTA and discussed the
reasons for sponsoring the preparation of the EIS. He presented the meeting's agenda and
methods for the public to offer comments on the study.

Mr. Martin Molloy, President of Halff Associates, Inc., summarized the results of the TxDOT
Trinity Parkway Corridor MTIS which explained the cause of existing and future traffic
problems in the Trinity River Corridor and presented elements of the adopted MTIS Plan of
Action, including the proposed reliever route (Trinity Parkway) for solving traffic problems.
Included was a discussion of the four preliminary Build Alternatives selected from the MTIS for
the reliever route, which include the following:

TRINITY PARKWAY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT PAGE 1
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Industrial Boulevard Alternative
o An elevated roadway (double-deck) over existing Industrial Boulevard with eight
general-purpose lanes.

Trinity River Alternatives
e A combined parkway with eight general purpose lanes on the river side of the east
levee,
o A gplit parkway with eight general purpose lanes on the river side of both levees, and
o A gplit parkway with eight general-purpose lanes on the land side of both levees.

Typical sections and computer renderings of the aternatives were displayed and discussed. In
addition, details were presented concerning possible access to IH-30 and IH-35E along the
reliever route near downtown Dallas.

Mr. David Morgan presented an overview of the EIS process, including NEPA reguirements, the
EI'S scoping process, plans for public/agency involvement, environmental resource issues, and the
anticipated project schedule. Copies of the slides presented during the technical presentation are
presented in Appendix A.

Mr. Hiebert concluded the technical presentation by asking for public comments concerning the
project. Following a brief intermission, citizens spoke before the group offering their comments.
Mr. Hiebert adjourned the meeting after conclusion of the public comment session.

3.0 DISPLAYS

Exhibits were displayed showing background on the cause of the existing and projected traffic
problems, the proposed study corridor depicted with the four preliminary Build Alternatives,
existing land use within the study area, and diagrams and typical sections of alternative routes
evaluated during the TxDOT MTIS. Included was an exhibit illustrating the proposed Trinity
River Master Implementation Plan provided by the city of Dallas.

4.0 HANDOUTS

Meeting Agenda

Copy of the dides used during the technical presentation

Trinity Parkway EIS - Information Sheet

Trinity Parkway EIS - Public Scoping Meeting Written Comment Sheet
City of Dallas - Trinity River Corridor 1998 Year in Review

Copies of the meeting handouts are presented in Appendix B.
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5.0 MEETING DETAILS

Date: July 8,1999 - 7:00 PM to 9:30 PM
Location: Ramada Plaza Hotel

1011 S. Akard Street

Dallas, Texas 75215
Attendance: Approximately 130 People

Summary of Oral Comments
Moderator: Mr. Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director, NTTA
The following is a summary of the oral comments received:

o Widespread opposition to aroadway aternative built between the levees

o Widespread support for a roadway built outside of the levees, including Industrial
Boulevard

e Concerns about potential loss of trees caused by theriver alternatives

e Concerns about increased flooding downstream due to an aternative built between
the levees
Concerns about air, noise, and visual effects caused by the reliever roadway

e Concerns about a reliever roadway built between the levees and its effect on planned
recreational facilities within the Dallas Floodway

e Concerns about the reliever roadway dividing communities located on both sides of
the river

e Concerns about building a reliever roadway instead of developing mass transit
alternatives

e Concerns about the river alternatives and their potential effects on the migratory path
of certain bird species

o Concerns about the effects of urban development and adjacent land use changes
caused by the reliever roadway

e Concerns about exceeding the approved funding of the reliever roadway due to the
proposed signature bridges across the river

e Concerns about costs associated with design and operation as atoll facility

6.0 SUMMARY OF WRITTEN COMMENTS

During the public scoping meeting, written comment sheets were distributed. The comment
sheets were provided to the attendees to state general comments, suggestions or concerns (e.g.
aternatives, environmental concerns, significant issues, etc.) to be addressed in the EIS. Six
comment sheets were received during the meeting and by direct mail. In addition, 23 letters were
received. Copies of the written comments received are presented in Appendix C.

7.0 MEETING NOTIFICATION PROCESS
Direct Mailings

Mail lists provided by TxDOT, Army Corps of Engineers, and the Trinity River Corridor Citizens
Committee were used for direct mailings to notify interested citizens, property owners, and
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elected officials of the meeting. Each mailing included a cover letter and the public meeting
notice. A copy of the letter circulated is presented in Appendix D.
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Legal Advertisements

Legal notices of the meeting were published in The Dallas Morning News on June 23, 1999 the
Dallas Weekly on June 29, 1999 and the El Sol de Texas on June 25, 1999. Copies of the legal
notices are presented in Appendix D.

Newspaper Advertisements

A paid advertisement announcing the meeting was published in The Dallas Morning News on
July 7,1999. A copy of the advertisement is presented in Appendix D.

8.0 MEETING RECORDS

Photographs

Photographs taken during the July 8, 1999 public scoping meeting are presented in Appendix E.

Transcript
Court Reporters Associated prepared atranscript of the proceedings of the public scoping
meeting. A copy of the transcript is presented in Appendix F.

Record of Attendance
Copies of the sign-in sheets completed during the meeting are presented in Appendix G.
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TABLE A-3.1. COMMUNITY ADVISORY WORK GROUP - TRINITY PARKWAY EIS

REP Tme |[RST LASTNAME  [COMPANY ADDRESS
Staff Mr. Greg Ajemian City of Dallas OCMC, 320 E. Jefferson
Staff Mr. Chris Anderson NTTA - Planning Director |P. O. Box 260729
Alt Mr. Monte Anderson Best Southwest Chamber ?2(2)1 N. Hampton, Ste.
USEPA - Region 6
. Environmental Protection |(6RA-DJ)
Rep Ms Shirley Augurson Agency 1445 Ross Avenue,
Suite 1200
Staff Ms. |Ala Baker Baker Consulting 2401 South Blvd.
Associates
Rep Mr. Shallie Bey W. Dallas Neighborhood 5447 \ ampton Rd
Development Corp.
16610 Dallas Parkway,
Staff Mr. Mark Bouma NTTA Suite 2300
Rep Ms. Carol Brandon gallas Park & Recreation 116 Halsey
oard
Rep Mr. Charles D. |Briner Save Open Space 8924 Capri Drive
Rep Ms. Barbara Brown :i'g City Crushed Concrete, 5900 Willow Lane
Alt Mr.  |MasonC. |Brown 219 City Grushed Concrete, | poy gox 20816
2424 N. Westmoreland
Rep Mr. John Cappello, Pres.  |West Dallas Chamber Road
Rep Mr Bill Ceverha New Trinity Coalition ;ggg Turtle Creek Bivd.,
Rep M. John Clark TRCCC - Egon. Dev. 1912 Shumard Oak
Comm. Chair Lane
Staff Mr. Matthew Craig Halff Associates 8D6r|1/2 Northwest Plaza
Alt Mr. Tom Crow Sierra Club E;;g Surrey Square
. Dallas Park & Recreation . . .
Alt Ms. Diane Curry Board, President 6658 Ridgeview Circle
Administrator Assistant
Staff Mr. Harold Denney County Commissioner 2311 Joe Field Road
District 1, Jim Jackson
. 320 East Jefferson,
Staff Ms. Rebecca Dugger, P.E. City of Dallas Room 107
Public Works
Staff Mr. David Dybala, P.E. City of Dallas Department; City Hall
1500 Marilla, Room 6BN
Alt Ms. |Lela Edward, Chair |- Dallas Neighborhood 1,947 N Hampton Rd
Development Corp.
E. Oak Cliff Neighborhood
Re Ms Lillie Mae Fain District 640 S. Moore Street
P ' 10th Street Comm. Dev. '
District
Rep Mr. E. Larry Fonts Central Dallas Association ;g% Elm Street, Suite
. 600 E. Las Colinas
Rep Mr. Brad Forslund JPI Properties Blvd.. Suite 1800
Alt Mr.  [Ned Fritz Texas Committee on 4144 Cochran Chapel
Natural Resources
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FIRST

District

REP TITLE NAME LAST NAME COMPANY ADDRESS
Alt Mr.  |Thomas  |Fry Texas Trails Network, PO Box 469002
President-Elect
Magna Vista /Cedar Crest
Rep Ms. Shirley Garcia Neighborhood District - 814 La Salle
Cadillac Heights
Rep M. Reginald Gates Dallas Black Chamber of |2838 Martin L. King, Jr.
Commerce Blvd.
Alt Ms. Esther Gebhardt Greater Dallas Chamber of [1201 EIm Street, Suite
Commerce 2000
Rep Mr. David Gray Texas Committee on 9432 Viewside Drive
Natural Resources
Staff Mr. Bill Hale, P.E. TxDOT PO Box 133067
Rep Mr. Lee Halford, Jr. Industria! Properties 400 East Carpenter
Corporation Freeway
Alt Ms. Donna Halstead, Pres. Dallas Citizen’s Council 901 Main Street, # 6212
Alt M. Gregg Hamill Industrla! Properties 400 East Carpenter
Corporation Freeway
Rep M. Elton Harwell Greatgr Dallas Planning 7792 Queens Garden
Council Drive
Magna Vista /Cedar Crest g
Rep Mr. Welton Haynes Neighborhood District 1438 Bonnie View Rd
Alt Mr. Tad Heimburger N.‘ O?k Cliff Neighborhood 2158 Kessler Court
District
Alt Mr. Robert Hensley, Jr. Mixmaster Bus. Assoc. 424 S. Industrial Blvd
Oak Cliff Chamber of
. Commerce 2909 S. Hampton Road,
Rep Mr. Don Hicks Chairman Transportation |LB #32
Committee
Staff Mr. Jerry Hiebert NTTA P. O. Box 260729
Rep Ms. Joanne Hill Friends of the Trinity 4518 Ridge Rd
Staff Mr. John Hoffman Halff Associates SD(::/?a Northwest Plaza
Rep Mr. Craig C Holcomb, Chair |TRCCC PO Box 150248
TRCCC
Rep Mr. Mark Housewright Transportation Comm. PO Box 4650
Chair
Alt Mr. Rick Howell Central Dallas Association ;g% Elm Street, Suite
Staff Ms. Donna Huerta NTTA P. O. Box 260729
Alt Ms. Ann Huntington Trammell Crow Company |2200 Ross Ave., #3700
M. Lee Jackson, University of North Texas P 0. Box 311220
Chancellor System
Rep Mr. Charles Johnson TRCCC - Vice Chairman  |3055 S. Marsalis Ave.
W. Dallas Neighborhood
Rep Ms. Debra Johnson District 4144 Norco
Voice of Hope Ministries
Alt Mr.  |Greg Johnson Dallas Methodist Hospitals | 5y g, 555099
Foundation
Alt Mr. Norris Johnson S. Dallas Neighborhood 3419 Edgewood
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FIRST

REP TITLE NAME LAST NAME COMPANY ADDRESS
Rep Ms. Maureen Jones gls(t)ri:‘: Cliff Neighborhood 1136 Woodlawn Ave
Alt Mr. Ronald Jones gis?r?clzltas Neighborhood 1507 Brook Valley Court
. . City Hall, 1500 Marilla
Staff Ms. Jill Jordan, P.E. City of Dallas Street, 4DN
Rep Mr. Rick Keeler Best Southwest Chamber ?2(2)1 N. Hampton, Ste.
Honora
ble Margaret Keliher Dallas 'Co.unty 411 EIm Street
Commissioners Court
Judge
. Greater Dallas Planning 3710 Rawlins, LB 21,
Alt Mr. David Kerr Council Suite 830
. . Woodbine Development 1445 Ross Ave., Suite
Rep Mr. Mike Koesling Corp. 5000
Alt Ms. Maurine Lee Dall_as County Audubon 4012 Southwestern
Society Blvd.
- Woodbine Development 1445 Ross Ave., Suite
Alt Ms. Kelly Lindig Corp. 5000
Rep Mr. Charles Lively Trlnltyllnjprovement 660 S. Zang Blvd.
Association
W. Dallas Neighborhood
Rep Ms. Rosa Lopez District 3603 N. Winnetka Ave
Vecinos Unidos, Inc.
Greater Dallas Chamber of
: 1825 Market Center
Rep Ms. Wendy Lopez Commerce LopezGarcia Bivd., Suite 150
Group
Staff Mr. Sam Lopez City of Dallas 1500 Marilla Street
Alt Mr. Ernest Lopez, Pres. West Dallas Business 3110 Ruder Street
Assoc.
Alt Ms.  |Kathy Love Dallas County 411 EIm Street
Commissioners Court
Barbara Mallory Caraway
Ms. Barbara Mallory Caraway & Associates 1934 Argyle
Magna Vista /Cedar Crest . .
Alt Ms. Maxey Marshall Neighborhood District 2949 King Cole Circle
819 Taylor Street, Room
Staff Ms Judy Marsicano gf f;}r;gforps of 3A24
9 P.0. Box 17300
Cedars/Fair Park/E. Dallas
Alt Mr. Joe May Neighborhood District 2206 N Garrett
W. Dallas Neighborhood
Rep Ms Dorothy McCary District 4132 Norco
' (Ledbetter Gardens
Neighborhood)
Cedars/Fair Park/E. Dallas
Alt Ms. Vicki Meek Neighborhood District/S. 3400 Fitzhugh
Dallas Cultural Center
Rep Mr. Bud Melton Texas Trails Network PO Box 141318
. Cedars/Fair Park/E. Dallas
Rep Mr. Bennett Miller Neighborhood District 1711 S. Ervay Street
Rep Ms. Jackie Mixon SZ Dgllas Neighborhood 2558 Starks
District
Staff Mr. Martin Molley Halff Associates g?:/i Northwest Plaza
Alt Mr. Robert Moore Oak Farms Dairy PO Box 655178
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FIRST

District

REP TITLE NAME LAST NAME COMPANY ADDRESS
Staff Mr. David Morgan Halff Associates ?)?.1,2 Northwest Plaza
Alt Mr. John Morris N.‘ O?k Cliff Neighborhood 1302 Eastus Drive
District
Centerpoint Il
Staff Mr. Michael Morris NCTCOG 616 Six Flags Dr., Suite
220
Rep Mr.  |Alford Neal E. Oak Cliff Neighborhood |34 56 £
District
Staff Mr. Tim Nesbitt TxDOT PO Box 133067
Alt Mr.  |David Newman Stemmons Corridor 8303 Chancelor Rd.
Business Assoc.
Alt Mr. Charles O'Neal Dallas Black Chamber of |2838 Martin L. King, Jr.
Commerce Blvd.
S. Dallas Neighborhood
Rep Ms. Diane Ragsdale District 4907 Spring Ave.
Innercity CDC
Rep Mr.  |Campbell |Read Dallas County Audubon 5839 Monticello
Society
Staff Ms. Michelle Releford TxDOT P.O. Box 133067
Alt pr. |IMm. Rice Trinity Improvement 660 S. Zang Bivd.
Association
819 Taylor Street, Room
Staff Mr. Gene Rice Er? ﬁ]r;ne);SCorps of 3A24
9 P.0. Box 17300
. Magna Vista /Cedar Crest
Alt Mr. Burl D. Ridge Neighborhood District 1935 Cedar Crest Blvd
Rep Ms. |Renee Riggs Stemmons Corridor P.0O. Box 568887
Business Assoc.
Rep Mr. Craig Roberts Oak Farms Dairy PO Box 655178
Cedars/Fair Park/E. Dallas
Rep Mr. Sherman Roberts Neighborhood District 5826 Fox Hill Lane
(ORCDC)
Dallas Methodist Hospitals |400 S. Zang Blvd.
Rep Mr. Warren L.  |Rutherford Foundation Ste1214, LB56
Ruttle Loyd, Pres. |Oak Cliff Chamber of
Alt Ms. Nancy & CEO Commerce 660 South Zang Blvd.
Alt Ms. Patricia Stephens \Igvi.stai{las Neighborhood 3643 Gallagher St
Staff Mr. Rick Thomas Halff Associates 8DGr|1/2 Northwest Plaza
Rep Mr. Jed Thompson Blackard Developments 5385 FM 2934
Rep Mr. Arturo Violante Dallas Hispanic Chamber 4622 Maple
of Commerce
Rep Ms. Mary Vogelson Save Open Space 9316 Guernsey
West Dallas Business
Rep Mr. John Ward Assoc. 2424 N. Westmoreland
Dallas Transfer & Terminal
E. Oak CIiff Neighborhood
Alt Ms.  |Debra Washington District PO Box 3759
' 9 10th Street Comm. Dev.
District
Rep Mr. Nelvin Washington W. Dallas Neighborhood 4307 Bernal Drive
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REP TITLE E'ESE LAST NAME COMPANY ADDRESS

Rep Mr. Joe Wells Sierra Club 2726 Kingston Street

Rep Ms. |Sarah Wilke W. Dallas Neighborhood 131 ¢rossman
District

Rep Mr. Charlie Williams g;)%e“"a' Comm. Dev. 19442 jill Lane

Staff Mr. Sam Williams Baker Consulting 2401 South Blvd.
Associates

. 6060 N. Central
Rep Mr. Marcus Wood Mixmaster Bus. Assoc. Expressway, Ste. 333

TABLE A-3.2. MEETING ATTENDANCE SUMMARY

weErnooate | CESNS [CTYCOMTV] WS | W
October 4, 1999 53 1 4 58
October 30, 1999 (Bus Tour) 29 1 5 35
December 13, 1999 43 2 7 52
January 10, 2000 55 3 8 66
February 14, 2000 58 2 9 69
March 13, 2000 48 1 9 58
April 10, 2000 48 2 8 58
May 8, 2000 45 1 7 53
June 12, 2000 40 1 7 48
September 11, 2000 49 1 12 62
February 17, 2004 25 7 9 41
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APPENDIX A-4
EVENTS TO INFORM THE PUBLIC PRIOR TO THE 2007 SPECIAL ELECTION

On August 15, 2007, the City Secretary reported to the Dallas City Council that a petition
submitted to the City of Dallas calling for prohibition of construction of certain roadways within the
Trinity River levees from Westmoreland Road to IH-45 had been signed by the requisite number
of qualified voters. City Council then ordered a special election to be held on the matter on

November 6, 2007. The following is a list of speaking events and public debates that occurred

leading up to the election in an effort to inform voters about the proposed project:

DATE ORGANIZATION/EVENT LOCATION SPEAKER
08/15/07 | Sremmons Corridor Business | gty Craig Holcomb
ssociation
Senator Royce West and
08/16/07 | Commissioner Price Town Hall | Carter High School No speaker
meeting
08/16/07 Executive Directors of a group of North Dallas Chamber Craig Holcomb
chambers
Popolo's Café (Preston Royal
08/20/07 |Dallas 40 Shopping Center) Craig Holcomb
08/24/07 |Oak Cliff Chamber Craig Holcomb
Alan Walne and Rebecca
Texas Council of Engineering City Place, 2711 N Haskell Dugger, P.E., Director,
08/27/07 ) OO )
Companies Avenue Trinity River Corridor
Project, City of Dallas
08/28/07 | East Dallas Rotary Club Craig Holcomb
The Real Estate Council (TREC) . .
09/06/07 |- PAC Executive Commitiee | piarketng GenteratLineoln — gop ik
: enter
meeting
09/08/07 Lake Highlands White Rock DanceMasters, 10675 Ed Oakley and Veletta Lil
Democrats Northwest Hwy.
Eddie Deen's Ranch in
09/11/07 | Greater Dallas Pachyderm Club Eg\rlrv]r;tr(;wn Dallas (944 South Donna Halstead
09/11/07 | TREC Nana Grill at the Anatole Hotel | Mayor Leppert
09/11/07 Young Democrats of America - David Hart and opposing
Dallas chapter speaker
09/12/07 |North Texas GLBT Chamber | Hilton Dallas Park Cities, 5954 | £y 546y
Luther Lane
Crescent Hotel (Crescent Il Ron Kirk and
09/13/07 | Dallas Breakfast Group room), 400 Crescent Ct., Councilmember Koop
AMC Grand Theatre Parking Lot
Trinity River and Creek Area at Technology Blvd (Northwest
09/15/07 Clean Up Day Hwy and I-35) for volunteer Ed Oakley
check-in
Crow Holdings — Commercial . .
09/17/07 | Real Estate Women (CREW) Stonebriar Country Club Gina Norris and Mandy
Lemmond
golf tournament
09/18/07 | Uptown Exchange Group Popolo's Café Lois Finkelman
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DATE

ORGANIZATION/EVENT

LOCATION

SPEAKER

Lake Highlands Republican

09/19/07 Women's Club 9406 Winding Ridge Drive Donna Halstead
Arlington Hall .

09/20/07 | Dallas Assembly 3333 Turtle Creek Blvd Ron Kirk

09/20/07 | West/Price Town Hall meeting | Townview Willis Johnson and Mayor

Leppert

09/21/07

Stemmons Corridor Business
Association

Hilton Anatole (Grand Ballroom)

Mayor Leppert

Club

Line Rd

09/22/07 |Taste of Lake Highlands Lake Highlands High School Donna Halstead
09/24/07 |"Eggs & Issues" (Brenda Reyes) | CityPlace Brenda Reyes
09/24/07 Northwood Republican Woman's | Fretz Park Library, 6990 Belt

Greater Dallas Hispanic

Mayor Leppert, Tom Lazo

meeting

09/24/07 | Hispanic Media Roundtable Chamber of Commerce and Adelfo Calleio
(GDHCC) !
09/24/07 | GDHCC Board of Directors GDHCC Brenda Reyes

09/25/07

Chamber Presidents publicly
announcing support

Greater Dallas Chamber (GDC)
12th Floor Conference Center,
650 North Pearl Street (Plaza of
Americas)

Chamber Presidents

09/25/07

League of Women Voters -
Trinity Town Hall meeting

Rosemont Primary School, Chris
V. Semos Campus,
1919 Stevens Forest Drive

Veletta Lill and Mayor
Leppert

09/26/07

East Dallas Exchange Club

Lakewood Country Club, 6430
Gaston Ave.

Craig Holcomb

09/27/07

North Dallas Chamber -
Business Leaders Briefing

North Dallas Chamber, 10707
Preston Road

Ron Kirk

09/27/07

North Texas Commercial Assn
of Realtors (NTCAR) - Young
Professionals Forum

Corgan Associates, Inc., 401
North Houston

Merry Wyatt and Alan
Thomas

09/27/07

North Dallas Democratic
Women's Club

Northaven United Methodist
Church, 11211 Preston Rd.

Craig Holcomb

09/28/07

Dallas Chamber of Commerce -
Public Advocacy Committee

GDC Conference Center, 12th
Floor

Lee Jackson

10/01/07

Oak Cliff Chamber of Commerce
Governmental Affairs Committee

Methodist Hospital Medical
Center (Hitt Auditorium),
1441 N. Beckley Avenue

Mayor Leppert

10/01/07

Councilmember Jerry Allen's
neighborhood meeting

Lake Highlands Freshman
Center Auditorium, 10200 White
Rock Trail

Councilmember Jerry
Allen and Donna Halstead

Commerce

corner of Pearl and Ross)

10/2/07 garious Methiodist tealth Methodist Hospital Kim Hollon
ystem employee forums
Info Mart, 7th Floor/NW
10/02/07 |Dallas Trinity Rotary Club Conference Room (Stemmons | Alan Walne
Frwy. & Oak Lawn)
Dallas Democratic Forum - Fairmont Hotel (1717 N Akard
10/02/07 Debate on the Trinity St), Pavilion Room Mayor Leppert
Industrial business groups,
10/02/07 Sé%?ﬂzg:egu?nseziﬂn;g:f Trinity :_plfomart (Hollerith Ballroom), 7th | Craig Holcomb and Ed
Assn., and Mixmaster Business oor Conference Center Oakley
Assn.
The Warwick Melrose Hotel,
10/02/07 | Oak Lawn Committee Oak Lawn at Cedar Springs Bob Stimson
Road
10/02/07 Dallas Junior Chamber of Belo Mansion (downtown — Dupree Scovell and Alan

Thomas
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DATE ORGANIZATION/EVENT LOCATION SPEAKER
10/03/07 | Campaign Rally Victory Park
TREC - Membership Open
10/04/07 House
10/04/07 | Yarious Methodist Health Methodist Hospital Kim Hollon

System employee forums

10/04/07

North Dallas Neighborhood
Alliance

Brentfield Primary School, 6767
Brentfield Drive

Councilmember Ron
Natinsky and Linda Koop

10/06/07

Urban Trinity River Education
Initiative/Town Hall Meeting

Paul Quinn College, 3837
Simpson Stuart Rd.

Craig Holcomb

10/06/07

Various Methodist Health
System employee forums

Methodist Hospital

Kim Hollon

10/07/07

Temple Emanu-El Brotherhood

Temple Emanu-El (Tobian
Auditorium), 8500 Hillcrest
Road

Mayor Leppert and Bob
Meckfessel

10/08/07

Bachman/Northwest Highway
Community Association

Bachman Rec Center, 2750
Bachman Drive

Councilmember Koop

10/08/07

Dallas Republican Career
Women

La Madeleine French Bakery,
3906 Lemmon Avenue

Donna Halstead

10/09/07

Northeast Chamber of

Councilmember Allen and

Commerce Councilmember Kadane
10/09/07 | South Dallas Pastors Coalition ggjrlell Inn restaurant in Fair Mayor Leppert
10/09/07 Lakewood Neighborhood Lakewood Elementary, 3000 Gary Griffith

Association

Hillbrock

10/09/07

Peninsula Neighborhood
Association

Bath House Cultural Center at
White Rock Lake

Donna Halstead

10/09/07

Encore Homeowner's
Association

Marriott Quorum, Addison

Councilmember Linda
Koop

10/09/07

Gastonwood Coronado
Homeowners Association
(Hollywood/ Santa Monica
Homeowners Association
members to attend)

Lakewood Presbyterian Church,
7020 Gaston Ave.

Veletta Lill

10/09/07

East Kessler Park Neighborhood
Association

Methodist Hospital

Warren Rutherford and
Marcus Wood

10/11/07

Various Methodist Health
System employee forums

Methodist Hospital

Kim Hollon

10/15/07

Dallas Public Affairs Luncheon
Club

Park City Club, 5956 Sherry
Lane, 17th Floor

Donna Halstead

10/15/07

Oak Cliff Chamber, Greater
Dallas Hispanic Chamber, and
Dallas Black Chamber Town
Hall Meeting

Methodist Hospital

Ron Kirk, Michael Morris
(NCTCOG), and Melissa
Huffman

10/16/07

Park Cities Republican Women's
Club

Meadows Museum, Southern
Methodist University

Gina Norris

10/16/07

Stonewall Democrats

Ed Oakley

10/16/07

70 church organization headed
by Reverend S.M. Wright

Trinity Center, 1444 Oak Lawn,
Suite 200

Craig Holcomb

10/16/07

Prestonwood Homeowner's
Association Annual Meeting

Prestonwood Elementary
(RISD), 6525 La Cosa Drive

Councilmember Linda
Koop

10/16/07

Little Forest Hills

White Rock United Methodist
Church (1450 Oldgate @
Diceman)

Veletta Lill; Sam Coats

10/17/07

East Dallas MLS

Luby's (corner of Mockingbird
and Abrams)

Craig Holcomb;
Councilmember Angela
Hunt
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ORGANIZATION/EVENT

LOCATION

SPEAKER

10/17/07

Lower Greenville area
event/debate with neighborhood
associations (NA): Belmont NA,
Barking Dogs, Lower Greenville
NA, Lowest Greenville West NA,
Lakewood Heights NA, Wilshire
Heights, Vickery Place NA

Vickery Towers,
5619 Belmont Ave.

Robert Meckfessel

Grassroots Citizens of Dallas -

Knights of Columbus (Northwest

Alan Walne; Donna

10/17/07 L Hwy and Audelia in Lake
Trinity Referendum Debate Highlands) Blumer
10/18/07 | TREC Gilley's (on Lamar) Mayor Leppert

10/18/07

Highland Springs Retirement

Highland Springs Retirement,
8000 Frankford Road

Councilmember Ron
Natinsky

10/18/07

Dallas Bar Association - Trinity
Toll Road Referendum Forum

Belo Mansion

Ron Kirk

10/18/07

White Rock Republican
Women'’s Club

Highland Park Cafeteria,
Buckner and Garland

Donna Halstead

10/18/07

Bent Tree Country Club

Bent Tree Country Club,
5201 Westgrove Drive

Chancellor Lee Jackson
and Councilmember Koop

10/18/07

Bryan Place Neighborhood
Association

The Pool Clubhouse, 3030
Adolph St.

Warren Rutherford

10/18/07

Prestonwood Homeowner's
Association

Councilmember Natinsky

10/19/07

Various Methodist Health
System employee forums

Methodist Hospital

Kim Hollon

10/22/07

Veterans of Foreign Wars group

Belo Mansion

Bob Darrouzet and Mike
Kutner

10/22/07

North Dallas Chamber of
Commerce

Greek Orthodox Church, 13555
Hillcrest

Mayor Leppert;
Councilmembers Koop
and Natinsky and Michael
Morris of NCTCOG

10/23/07

Lakeland Hills Crime Watch
Organization

Church of the Nazarene (7979
East R.L. Thornton Fwy.)

Bob Stimson

10/23/07

Pena-West Homeowner's
Association

Dallas Bible Church at Hillcrest
and Arapaho

Councilmember Linda
Koop

10/23/07

Swiss Avenue Historic District
Association - Peak's Suburban,
Junius Heights, Abrams
Brookside and Munger Place in
attendance

East Dallas Christian Church,
629 Peak Street

Veletta Forsythe Lill

10/24/07

Preston West Republican
Women's Club

Weeburn Clubhouse
3749 Weeburn

Donna Halstead

10/25/07

North Texas AIOP

Dallas Country Club, 4110
Beverly Dr.

passed out materials

10/25/07

Edgemere Retirement
Community Center

Edgemere Retirement
Community Center, 8523
Thackery St.

Donna Halstead and Norm
Bagwell

10/25/07

Jewish Community Relations
Council

Jewish Community Center (Zale
Auditorium), 7900 Northaven
Rd.

Mayor Leppert and
Chancellor Lee Jackson

10/27/07

Downtown Precinct 3204

1505 EIm (rec center)

Craig Holcomb; Sam
Coats

10/29/07

Dallas Council of Engineering
Companies

City Place on Haskell, Ground
Floor

Craig Holcomb
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DATE ORGANIZATION/EVENT LOCATION SPEAKER
Mountain Creek Trinity
10/29/07 Referendum Public Forum with | Park in the Woods Rec Center - Mavor Leppert
Councilmember Neumann 6801 Mountain Creek Parkway y PP
(District 3)
10/30/07 |East Dallas Rotary Club Gary Giriffith
, Thurgood Marshall Recreation .
10/30/07 |Dallas Homeowner's League Center, 5150 Mark Trail Way Bob Stimsonble
Methodist Health System . . .
10/30/07 employee forum Methodist Hospital Kim Hollon
Northeast Dallas Chamber - . Councilmember Jerry
11/01/07 Economic Summit City Place Allen and Craig Holcomb
International Women's - . . -
11/01/07 | Foundation Dallas and Dallas -gm'ty River Foundation, Visitors Donna Halstead
enter
Assembly
11/01/07 ’I;l\(/)g:t Oak Cliff -1st Thursday Bishop Arts District No speaker needed
2" Annual Southern Dallas
County University of North
Texas Dallas Campus and Hilton Garden Inn, 800 N. Main,
11/02/07 Southern Dallas County Duncanville Mayor Leppert
Economic Development
Seminar/Conference
3rd annual Carpe Diem Trinity . .
11/02/07 River fishing tournament provided materials
11/02/07 REES A;socnatgs Architecture | 1801 N. Lamar St., Suite 600 Mitch Paradise
and Interior Design (conference room)
11/02/07 |NTCAR - Bus tour provided materials
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The following is a sample of articles that have been printed in the Dallas Morning News
discussing various aspects of the Trinity Parkway project:

Dallas Morning News. Environmentalists Criticize Trinity Road Plan. July 10, 1999.
--------- . Trinity Plan Revs Up Traffic Debate. August 15, 1999.

--------- . Too Close for Comfort? Corps Questions Proximity of Road, Parks in Trinity Plan.
February 27, 2000.

--------- . Groups Assail Trinity Floodplain Efforts. March 3, 2000.

--------- . Levee Builders Overstated Trinity Flood Danger, Critics Say. March 4, 2000.

--------- . Trinity Parkway Estimate Soars. November 11, 2000.

--------- . Group Sues, says Trinity Plan ‘Altered’. December 8, 2000.

--------- . Trinity Lawsuit: City Shouldn’t Be Faulted for Being More Specific. December 15, 2000.
--------- . Trinity Obstacles: Environmental Studies Must Be Coordinated. August 2, 2001.
--------- . Lawsuit Delays: Dallas Should Be Allowed to Begin Trinity Work. August 28, 2001.

————————— . Trinity Project Reshaped: Nonprofit Private Foundation Replaces City-Sponsored
Group. October 18, 2001.

--------- . Although Goals Applauded, Trinity River Plan Questioned. January 20, 2002.
--------- . Trinity Project Faces Hurdles. March 6, 2002.

--------- . Council Considering Reverting to Slow, Free Trinity Road Plan. May 14, 2002.
————————— . Trinity Corridor: Consultants are Clarifying the Plan. October 5, 2002.

--------- . Set Sail With the Latest Trinity River Plan. March 30, 2003.

--------- . Valuing City’s Trinity Land. April 16, 2003.

--------- . Dallas Bridge Model Unveiled. June 4, 2003.

--------- . Council Members: Trinity Plan Short on Cash Facts. June 24, 2003.

————————— . Officials: Work on Trinity River Project to Get Under Way Soon. July 11, 2004.
————————— . Trinity Bridge Funds Tied Up in Congress. October 24, 2004.

--------- . Visions for Trinity Discussed at Forum. November 20, 2004.

--------- . Framing a Vision for Trinity. February 19, 2005.

--------- . Seeing Red Over Loss of Green Space. February 21, 2007.

--------- . Election Won't Weaken Trinity River Project’s Support. June 14, 2007.

————————— . Trinity Road Opponents Face Deadline. June 29, 2007.
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--------- . City Says toll Road Could Withstand Severe Flood. June 30, 2007.

--------- . Trinity Toll Road Foes Say 80,000 Signed Petition. June 30, 2007.

--------- . On Sold Ground: Trinity Toll Road Would Not Be Underwater Now. July 5, 2007.

--------- . $219,000 Spend to Oppose Trinity Toll Road. July 17, 2007.

--------- . Group Spends $163,000 to Save Trinity Toll Road. July 17, 2007.

--------- . Many Trinity Petitioners Were Paid Professionals. July 24, 2007.

————————— . Verdict on Trinity Toll Road Petition Expected Sunday. July 27, 2007.

--------- . Hunt Not Backing Down in Trinity Toll Road Fight. July 29, 2007.

--------- . Trinity Debate Just Keeps Us Voting and Voting and. July 31, 2007.

--------- . Trinity Petitions Face Check. July 31, 2007.

--------- . DA Says He Hasn’t Seen Suspect Trinity Signatures. August 1, 2007.

--------- . In’98 Bond Vote, Backers Referred to Trinity Toll Road. August 11, 2007.

--------- . Dallas Council Talks Trinity Toll Road Today. August 15, 2007.

--------- . Dallas Voters to Decide Fate of Trinity Toll Road. August 15, 2007.

--------- . Trinity Proposition Campaigns Seem Unusually Quiet. September 18, 2007.

--------- . Fight Over Trinity Toll Road Starts at the Drawing Board. September 19, 2007.

————————— . Corps: Trees on Trinity Parkway OK if Flood Rules Met. September 19, 2007.

Notes: In regard to the list of speaking events and public debates shown above, these events
were organized by supporters and opponents of the special election petition and/or interested
local organizations, and not by FHWA, TxDOT or NTTA. In regard to the listed news articles,
FHWA, TxDOT, and the NTTA do not represent the information and opinions presented by the
Dallas Morning News in the above listed articles as being true and correct, and do not warrant the
authenticity or reliability of the information. That is the sole responsibility of the Dallas Morning
News. However, the listing is a reflection of the public interest in the proposed project, and
provides a sample of the amount of media coverage and information that has been available for

public consumption in addition to the agency and public participation events identified in
Appendix A-2.
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Federal Register/Vol. 64, No. 115/Wednesday, June 16, 1999/ Notices

32299

new alignments to the east or west of
Marysville.

Letters describing the proposed action
and soliciting comments will be sent to
appropriate Federal, State, and local
agencies, and to private organizations
and citizens who have previously
expressed, or are known to have, an
interest in this proposal. In addition,
scoping meetings will be held during
the latter part of 1999. Public notice for
these scoping meetings will be given. A
public hearing will be held. Public
notice will be given of the time and
place of the hearing. The draft EIS will
be available for public and agency
review and comment prior to the public
hearing.

To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation on
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program)

Issued on: June 7, 1999.

Robert F. Tally,

Chief, Program Delivery Team—North
Sacramento, California.

[FR Doc. 99-15201 Filed 6-15-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

—» DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Highway Administration
Environmental Impact Statement:
Dallas County, Texas

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA is issuing this
notice to advise the public that an
environmental impact statement will be
prepared for a proposed transportation
project in Dallas County, Texas.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Walter C. Waidelich Jr., District
Engineer, Federal Highway
Administration, 300 E. 8th Street, Room
826, Austin, Texas 78701, Telephone
(512) 916-5988.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, in cooperation with the Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT)
and the North Texas Tollway Authority
(NTTA), will prepare an environmental

TRINITY PARKWAY FEIS

impact statement (EIS) for the Trinity
Parkway reliever route from the SH-
183/IH-35E interchange to SH-310/US-
175 interchange to relieve traffic
congestion on IH-35E and [H-30 within
the City of Dallas. In 1998. A Major
Transportation Investment Study
(MTIS) was completed by TxDOT in
order to develop a locally-preferred plan
to solve transportation problems along
the Trinity River corridor in Dallas and
to integrate with community plans and
goals for the Trinity River resource. The
study was focused on transportation
needs in the IH-35E/IH-30 interchange
on the west side of downtown Dallas,
locally known as the “Mixmaster,” and
the depressed segment of IH-30 south of
downtown, locally known as the
“Canyon.” The MTIS Recommended
Plan of Action is comprised of seven
elements, which include improvements
to existing facilities, improving
alternative transportation modes, and
constructing a reliever route along the
Trinity River. The MTIS considered in
detail four corridors for the proposed
reliever route. These included
Stemmons Freeway (IH-35E), Industrial
Boulevard, the east Trinity River levee
and the west Trinity River levee.

During the MTIS process, numerous
alternatives were evaluated for the
reliever roadway. The analysis of effects
for each of the reliever roadway
alternatives included the estimation of
construction and right-of-way costs,
traffic capacity considerations, effect on
natural and cultural assets, effect on
social and economic conditions,
impacts on Trinity River projects,
number of displacements, effect on
access to adjacent properties, and
difficulty/disruption in construction.
From the preliminary alternatives
considered, four build alternatives, one
along existing Industrial Boulevard and
three along the Trinity River levees,
were identified as potential alternative
alignments that warrant further study.
The principal variations of the three
alternatives along the Trinity River
levees consist of a combined roadway
with eight general purpose lanes along
the river side of the east levee; a split
parkway with four general purpose
lanes along the river side of both levees;
and a split parkway with four general
purpose lanes along the land side of
both levees. The Industrial Boulevard
alternative consists of an elevated
roadway (double-deck) with eight
general purpose lanes and two high-
occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes. These
alternatives and the no-build alternative
along with any other reasonable
alternatives identified during the
scoping and public involvement

processes will be analyzed in further
detail during the EIS review process.

The EIS will include a discussion of
the effects of other known and
reasonably foreseeable agency actions
proposed within the Trinity Parkway
corridor study area, which include
proposed projects by the US Army
Corps of Engineers (USACE) and the
City of Dallas. The USACE has proposed
flood control improvements consisting
of the proposed Dallas Floodway
Extension, which encompasses the
Dallas Floodway from the AT&SF
Railroad near Corinth Street to IH-20;
and proposed flood control
improvements from the AT&SF Railroad
to Royal Lane in Dallas. The USACE has
submitted a final EIS for the proposed
Dallas Floodway Extension project. The
proposed flood control improvements
between the AT&SF Railroad and Royal
Lane will be evaluated as part of a
Programmatic EIS to be completed by
the USACE for the Trinity River
complex from the southern boundary of
Dallas County to the upper reaches of
the Trinity River Elm Fork, West Fork,
and Clear Fork. The City of Dallas has
proposed various Trinity River
floodway improvements, which include
the construction of lakes, wetlands, hike
and bike trails, parks, and other
recreational amenities. This project is
identified as the City of Dallas Trinity
River Master Implementation Plan and
is currently in the planning stage.

A public scoping meeting is planned
to be held in the summer of 1999. The
date will be announced locally at a later
time. This will be the first in a series of
meetings to solicit public comments on
the proposed action. In addition, public
hearings will be held. Public notice will
be given of the time and place of the
meetings and hearings. The Draft EIS
will be available for public and agency
review and comment prior to the public
hearings.

To ensure that the full range of issues
related to this proposed action are
addressed and all significant issues
identified, comments and suggestions
are invited from all interested parties.
Comments or questions concerning this
proposed action and the EIS should be
directed to the FHWA at the address
provided above.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20.205, Highway Planning
and Construction. The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
regarding intergovernmental consultation of
Federal programs and activities apply to this
program.)

Walter C. Waidelich, Jr.,

District Engineer, Austin, Texas.

[FR Doc. 99-15262 Filed 6-15-99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M
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under Section 9 of the IFTA Act on
March 13, 1998 (63 FR 12572), March
19, 1999 (64 FR 13623), October 15,
1999 (64 FR 56015), and October 24,
2000 (65 FR 64472).

The Government of Israel and the
Government of the Hashemite Kingdom
of Jordan have agreed to the designation
of the Mushatta International Complex
(protocol dated November 22, 2000), the
El Zay Ready Wear Manufacturing
Company Duty Free Area (protocol
dated January 12, 2000) and the Al
Qastal Industrial Zone (protocol dated
November 22, 2000) as Qualifying
Industrial Zones. The Government of
Israel and the Government of Jordan
further agreed that merchandise may
enter, without payment of duty or excise
taxes, areas under their respective
customs control in association with the
Mushatta, El Zay and Al Qastal
Qualifying Industrial Zones.
Accordingly, the Mushatta International
Complex, the El Zay Ready Wear
Manufacturing Company Duty Free Area
and the Al Qastal Industrial Zone meet
the criteria under paragraphs 9(e)(1) and
(2) of the IFTA Act.

Therefore, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the President in
Proclamation 6955, I hereby designate
the Mushatta International Complex, the
El Zay Ready Wear Manufacturing
Company Duty Free Area and the Al
Qastal Industrial Zone, as established by
the January 12, 2000 and November 22,
2000 Amending Protocols to the
Agreement Between the Government of
the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan and
the Government of the State of Israel on
Irbid Qualifying Industrial Zone, as
Qualifying Industrial Zones under
section 9 of the IFTA Act, effective upon
the date of publication of this notice,
applicable to goods shipped from these
Qualifying Industrial Zones after such
date.

Dated: December 4, 2000.
Charlene Barshefsky,
United States Trade Representative.
[FR Doc. 00-31627 Filed 12—11-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3901-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Environmental Impact Statement:
Dallas County, TX

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The FHWA issued a Notice of
Intent to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for a Trinity

APPENDIX A-5 / PAGE 2

Parkway reliever route, a transportation
project, in the Federal Register on June
16, 1999 (Volume 64, Number 115). The
FHWA is now issuing this
supplementary Notice of Intent to
include in the EIS a City of Dallas
evaluation of a proposed City of Dallas
Lake Plan located within the Trinity
River Dallas Floodway in Dallas County,
Texas. This proposed Lake Plan
potentially affects the project corridor
for the transportation project, and
several of the route alternatives under
consideration. Supplementary analysis
is needed to fully address the impacts
of joint development of these actions.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. Mr.
Patrick A. Bauer, P.E., District Engineer,
Federal Highway Administration, 300
East Eighth Street, Federal Office
Building, Room 826, Austin, Texas
78701, Telephone (512) 536—-5950. Mr.
Jerry Hiebert, Executive Director, North
Texas Tollway Authority (NTTA), 5900
West Plano Parkway, Suite 100, Plano,
Texas 75093, Telephone (214) 522—
6200.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
FHWA, jointly with the Texas
Department of Transportation and the
NTTA, and in cooperation with the City
of Dallas, will prepare an EIS for the
Trinity Parkway reliever route and
associated improvements in the project
corridor. Associated improvements
include one or more proposed lakes,
recreation amenities, and possible
wetlands as identified in the City of
Dallas Trinity River Corridor Master
Implementation Plan Lake Design and
Recreational Amenities Report, which
are located within the Dallas Floodway.

Impacts caused by construction and
operation of the Trinity Parkway and
the Dallas Lake Plan will vary according
to the alternatives selected. Generally,
these projects may impact floodplains,
water quality, air quality, socio-
economic conditions, historic and other
man-made structures.

The Draft EIS will be available for
public and agency review and comment
prior to the public hearing. To ensure
that the full range of issues related to
this proposed action are addressed and
all significant issues identified,
comments and suggestions are invited
from all interested parties. Comments or
questions concerning this proposed
action and the EIS should be directed to
the FHWA or NTTA at the address
provided above.

Issued on: December 1, 2000.
Salvador Deocampo,

Urban Programs Engineer, Federal Highway
Administration.

[FR Doc. 00-31462 Filed 12-11-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration

Intelligent Transportation Society of
America; Public Meeting

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: The Intelligent Transportation
Society of America (ITS AMERICA) will
hold a meeting of its Board of Directors
on Thursday, January 11, 2001. The
meeting begins at 2:00 p.m. and ends at
6 p.m. The letter designations that
follow each item mean the following: (I)
is an information item; (A) is an action
item: (D) is a discussion item. The
General Session includes the following
items: (1) Introductions and ITS
America Antitrust Policy and Conflict of
Interest Statements (I); (2) Review & and
Approval of August 6, 2000 Board
Meeting #35 Minutes and November 5,
2000 #36 Minutes (A); (3) Federal ITS
Initiatives Report (I/D); (4) Coordinating
Council Report (I/D/A); (5) State
Chapters Council Report (I/D); (6)
International Affairs Council & World
Congresses Reports (I/D); (7) ITS
America Trade Association Report (I);
(8) Interim President’s Report (External
Issues) (I/D); (9) Other Business;

Business Session

(US DOT participants excused; Board
Members, ITS America Members and
Staff Only.) (10) Report to the Executive
Committee (I/D); (11) Report of the
Nominating Committee (I); (12) Report
of the Finance Committee and Approval
of 2001 Budget (I/D/A); (13) Interim
President’s Report (Internal Issues)(I/D);
(14) Other Business and Schedule for
Meetings This Year.

ITS AMERICA provides a forum for
national discussion and
recommendations on ITS activities
including programs, research needs,
strategic planning, standards,
international liaison, and priorities.

The charter for the utilization of ITS
AMERICA establishes this organization
as an advisory committee under the
Federal Advisory Committee Act
(FACA) 5 USC app. 2, when it provides
advice or recommendations to DOT
officials on ITS policies and programs.
(56 FR 9400, March 6, 1991).
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